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Foreword 


Foreword 


The advancing of the knight on the f6 square was already applied in 
the last century as an answer to the-opening beginning with the 
move |. e4. But this defence is indebted to Alekhine for its name 
and popularity, who played it first in 1921. Since that time this 
defence was played several times by many chess players, who tried 
to search for new ways, improve some of its main lines with more 
or less success. It has also a good reputation nowadays. The experts 
of this opening are Bagirov, Alburt, Baburin, Komarov, Blatny, P. 
Shabalov, but some of the super grandmasters (Timman, Adams, 
Ivanchuk, Yusupov, Miles Vaganian, Svidler) choose the system to 
play in great tournaments. 


The basic idea of this opening is modem. Black provoking White’s 
pawns lures them forward where they can be attacked easily. White 
has a considerable space advantage at the beginning of the game and 
tries to keep and strengthen it. Black has to do its best to counter— 
balance this drawback, i.e. having less space in the middle game it 
has to mobilize its forces to attack White’s centre. Resulting from 
the character of the defence weaknesses come into being in White’s 
position, so Black has better chances in the endgame. The other 
important feature of the opening is that it has got very few lines 
leading to a draw, in which most pieces disappear from the board, 
thus the sides has no chance to fight for a win. Who, leading the 
black pieces, wants to win against his opponent striving just for a 
draw in the age of ChessBase and computers that knows how 
important it is. 

Of course it is just the reader who can make a decision on that what 
opening repertory will be suitable for him, which lines go well his 
style of play. What can we recommend yet? Playing White, it is 
obvious, that the most demanding is the system with 4. Af3 which 
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promises a slight positional advantage in its most lines. Its only 
drawback is that it has an enormous material, so you need much 
time to work it out in great detail. Who has less time those can pick 
out one of the several smaller variations. But we do not offer you 
the four pawns system that needs working much and it does not give 
you any advantages. Leading the black pieces you have to prepare 
best for the system with 4. f3 since it can be expected in the 
majority of the games. It is useful to have two different systems 
working out against it. They are not necessary the most popular 
ones, it is more important that the middle game positions arising 
from them should be appropriate for you. In the further lines it is 
advisable to follow the moves recommended by our main line. We 
hope that our book will help you to know the Alekhine Defence 
better. 


The authors 
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White has a decisive advantage 
White stands better 

White stands slightly better 
Black has a decisive advantage 
Black stands better 

Black stands slightly better 
even 

unclear 

with compensation 

better is 

only move 

with idea 

with initiative 

with attack 

with couterplay 

novelty 
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Chapter 1 
1. e4 Af6 


In this part of the current chapter 
those subvariations will be men— 
tioned which occur quite seldom in 
the tournament practice. Their theo— 
retical values are rather trifling but 
their appearances can be explained 
by force of the surprise. 


1.1 — 2. e&5 Ag8 
1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ags 


The basic idea of this move is the 
same as the principles of the main 
lines of Alekhine defence, namely 
to provoke a weak white pawn chain 
which can be attacked later. But 
Black usually cannot achieve its aim 
moving 2. — 4g8, since it will not 
get enough compensation for falling 
behind in the advance, by the pres— 


ent state of the opening theory, if 
White builds up its position proper— 
ly. 

3. d4 

3. Df d6 4. d4 &g4 5, Re2 


5. h3 &h5S 
5. — Bf 6. Bd3 Wd7 7. exd6 
exd6 8. 2xf> Wrxf 9. 0-0 Be7 
10. Zel+ Black cannot develop 
its pieces for the white major 
pieces are controlling the e-file 
and preventing the black king 
from castling in this way. 
6. g4 
6. e6!? was better. 
6. — &g6 7. Ac3 e6 8. RF4 d5 9. 
&d3 c5 10. &xg6 hxg6 11. Wd2 
4c6 12. De2 Wb6 13. c3 cxd4 
14. Dexd4 &c5 15. Ab3 Age7 
16. AxcS Wxc5 17. 0-0-0 a5 18. 
bl a4 19. h4 Emst — Welling 
1988; 


5.— e6 6.0-0 d5 7. c3 Ae7 8. Ha3 
Abc6 9. Ac2 AfS 10. De3 Axe} 11. 
&xe3 Be7 12. Ael &xe2 13. Yxe2 
0-0 14. Ad3 Hd7 15. Af4?! 


It is unnecessary to start manoeu— 
vring again by the knight. 

15. — f6 16. exf6 Bxf6 17. Ad3 
2d6 18. f4 Baf8 19. HeS Rxe5 20. 
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dxe5 H6f7= 


Mason — Martin Ch Great Britain 
1994 


3. — d6 
3. — d5 4. c4 


White being aware of its advantage 
in the development opens the posi— 
tion, but it takes a risk at the same 
time undertaking the worse pawn 
structure. 


4. &d3 c5 5. c37! 
5. dxc5!? e6 6. 23 Lxc5 7. 0-0 
He7 8. Abd2£ 
5. — Dc6 6. De2 Kg 7. f3 KhS 
8. Af4 £e6 9. 2xg6 hxg6 10. e6+ 
Santo Roman — Dada Novi Sad 
ol. 1990; 


4,—dxc4 5. &xc4 e6 6. Af3 De7 7. 
0-0 

The move 7. &g5 would perhaps 
have been more energetic. 


7. — Dd5S 8. Abd2 Le7 9. He4 hé 
10. &d2 Rd7 11. Ag3 &c6 12. Hcl 
4d7 13. &d3 D7b6 14. a3 Wd7 15. 
We2 a6o 

Rogic — Loncar Croatia ch 1995 


4. exd6 


4. f4 h5 
4. —c5 5. dxc5 dxc5 6. Yxd8t 
&xd8 7. £e3 b6 8. AB Bb7 9. 
Dg5 Dh6 10. Dc3 e6 11. 0-0-OF 
Sc8 12. f5 exf5 13. Rc4 Re7 14. 
Axf?] Dxf7 15. Rxf7 Ac6 16. 
4d5 &d8 17. Hhfl g6 18. Ah6+ 


Kuklin — Dede 1994 


5. Af3 Ah6 6. Ke2 d5 7. Ke3 Rgd 
8. Abd2 Af5 9. Kf2 e6 10. g3 h4 11. 
&xh4 &xe2 12. Wxe2 Axh4 13. 
pxh4 g6 

Black is trying to stop White’s 
attack by occupying the light 
squares on the king side and to start 
a counterplay by making the move 
cS. The enormous difference 
between the white and black bishops 
is favourable for Black in all lines of 
the endgame. 

14. Wb5t Ad7 15. 00-0 Hc8 16. 
SblF 

Vrenegoor — Grooten ch The 
Netherlands 1991 


4.— cxd6 
The line 4. — Yxd6 5. “c3 leads to 
the Scandinavian Defence. 


5. Df3 Af6 6. Le2 224 7. 0-0 e6 8. 
c4 £e79. h3 &h5 10. DAc3 0-0 
11. Yb3 We7 12. Re3t 


AK 


OFTHE 
WILE 


Alekhine Defence 


1.2 — 2. &c4 


ae eG 
Lia Y 
OG 
a eeea 


‘Wi, 


It is the introducing move of a gam— 
bit which has the following idea: 
White offers its e4 pawn in retum 
for the f7 pawn and for the tearing 
up Black’s king position at the 
beginning of the game making the 
king leave its shelter at the same 
time. But White’s optimism is too 
early, since its queen has to move at 
least four times in the early stage of 
the opening and Black can finish the 
advance during this period without 
problems putting its king in a safe 
place in some moves but just in 
time. 


2. — Axed 

2.— b5 

Black avoids its opponent’s gambit 
variation and tries to take the bishop 
putting into action early out of its 
intended way. 
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3. &b3 Bb7 
3. — c5 4.e5 c4 5. exf6 gxf6 6. 
Wf Ac6 7. Ae2 Rb7 8. Wg3 
Wa5 9. &xc4 bxc4 10. Aa3 Wd5 
11. Ac3 We6t 12. dl AeS 13. 
Hel h5 14. f4 h4 15. We3 &h6 
16. He2 WES 17. Axc4 Axf4 18. 
W2 We4 19. d3 &xh2 20. Ae3 
¥/g3 Glavan — Dobren 1990 
4. d3 c5 5. Af3 e6 
5. — cA?! 6. dxc4 Axed 7. 
cxb5 Wa5t 8. Abd2 Yxb5 9. c4£ 
6. e5 
6. 0-0 d5= 
6. — Ags 7. 0-0 Ac6 8. c4 b4 9. 
&f4 Dge7 10. d4 cxd4 11. Abd2 
A\g6 12. Rg3 Re7 13. Ae4 0-0 
13.— AcxeS 14. AxeS xed 
15. Wxd4+ 
14. &c2 a5 15. Hel &a6 16. b3 f5 
17. exf6 gxf6 18. h4 f5 19. Degs 
&b7 20. Wd2 a4a 


Ivanovic — Kovacevic,V Sarayevo 
1983 


3. xf7t Sxf7 4. WhSt Sg8 
A) 4. — g6 5. Wd5t e6 6. Yxe4 
&g7 7. AB 
7. Wat &f6 8. Ac3 d5 9. AB 
Hf8 10. d4 Sg8 11. Hg3 Ac6= 


7.— BB 8.d4 dg8 9. &p5 We8 10. 
Abd2 Ac6 11. c3 b6 12. h4 &b7 13. 
h5 gxh5 14. g4 a5 15. Yd3 YW g6 
16. YWe3 Ac4-+ 
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Schmitz — Leistenschneider 1990; 
B) 4. — &f6? 

It is a blunder making the rescue of 
the knight impossible. 


5, WRT be5 6. d4t+— 


5. Yd5t e6 6. Wxe4 d5 7. We2 c5 8. 
A3 Dc6 9. d3 Re7 


WR 


“. 
a — 2 


Black’s troubles are caused by the 
difficulties of the advance of the 
pieces (especially the h8 rook) stuck 
on the back rank, but it has a bishop 
pair and a slight advantage in the 
centre in exchange for it. White is 
trying to prevent its opponent from 
having opportunities to break out by 
blocking the e5 point. 


10. c3 


10. &f4 &f6 11. c3 &d7 12. 0-0 
Wb6 13. Abd2 He8 
13. — Wxb2 14. Habl Yxc3 15. 
Exb7 &c8 16. Bc7 Ad8 17. 
Db3+ 
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14. De5 DxeS 15. Rxe5 h5 16. AP 
&c6 17.a4 h4 18. h3 

White is holding the position closed 
and does not let the black bishop 
pair be effective. 

18. — Wd8 19. d4 cxd4 20. cxd4+ 
Sermek — Grunberg 1990 


10. — &f7 11. h4?! h6 12. 2f4 216 
13. ReS5 Hf 14. Abd2 Sg8 15. 
4\b3?! 


The knight will not play a signifi— 
cant role on this wing. 


15. — b6 16. d4 Dxe5 17. Dxe5 a5 
18. a4 Yd6 


The b3 knight is really missing now 
from the e3 square. 


19. Ag6 He8 20. Zh3 e5F 
Dodu — Cosma 1993 


1.3 — 2. d3 
1. e4 Dfé 2. d3 


a yy 
q 
=, 


Here Black has two main choices as 
they follow: by moving 2. — eS it 
can go across to the pleasant and 
comfortable field of the open sys— 
tems, or carrying on the fight with— 
out any delay for the e4 point by 
making the move 2. — d5. 


2.— d5 


A) 2.— e5 

In some cases, as it will be shown by 
the games, Black keeps putting the 
move 2. — d5 off only in order that 
it can make it in the most suitable 
moment. These positions are very 
similar to those which are formed by 
the move 2. — d5, since it often is 
just a change of moves. 


3. £47! 

This move cannot be recommended 
with a clear conscience, for, despite 
the slight similarity of the forming 
position to the setup of the suitable 
line of the King’s Gambit in princi— 
ple, the fl bishop, which must be 
placed on c4, will get stuck. 


a) 3. DAB Ac6 4. g3 
4. Re2 d5 


4, — 36?! 
5. Dbd2 g6 6. 0-0 &g7 7. c3 a5 
8.a4 0-0 9. Hel He8 10. 2f1 b6 
11. exdS Axd5 12. Yb3 Hf4 13. 
2e4 £e6 14. We2 DAdS 15. g3 
h6= Todorcevic—Tal Marseille 
1989; 


Alekhine Defence 


4. — d5 5. Abd2 £4?! 6. h3 
&hS 7, BB2 Ac5 8. 0-0 0-0 9. c3 
dxe4 10. dxe4 Y¥/d3 11. Hel Had8 
12. &f1 Wd7 13. We2 Web 14. 
b4+ Taruffi — Tomaszevski Graz 
1978; 


b) 3. g3?! This move order is of 
rather doubtful value. 3. — d5! It 
is the best move, since the d5 
pawn cannot be attacked because 
of the weakened long diagonal 
and the knight arrives late on d2. 
4. Dd2 dxe4 5. dxe4 &c5! 6. h3 


b1) 6. £g2? Agd 7. Dh3 LAxf2t 
8. Axf2 De3 9. Wf Axc2t 10. 
&dl Axval-+; 
b2) 6. He2?! Dc6 7. c3 0 8. 
Sg2 a5 9. Def b6 10. 0-0 
fa6+ 
6. — 0-0 7. Agf3 We7 8. &g2 
Hd8 9. Dh4?! Re6 10. 0-0 YWd7 
11. g4 4c6 12. c3 a5 13. Hel 
Wd3 14. DFS 
14. £1? Yg3+ 
14. — g6 15. Rf1 Wd7 16. Dg3 
hS!+ Lukin — Panchenko 1991; 


3. — Ac6 4. DB d5 5. Axed5 
“xe5?! 

5. — dxe4!? 
6. fxe5 Ag4 7. d4 dxe4 8. &c4 
Wh4t 9. g3 Wh3 10. &fl WhS 
11. &g2 We6t 
Bhend — Sutter Switzerland 1992 


B) 2. — d6 3. f4 
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3. g3 26 4. &g2 c5 5. He2 Ac6 6. 
“d2 &g7 7. Ac4 0-0 8.00 £e6 
9. He3 Wc8 10. Af4 Rd70 Pro— 
kopenko — Petrov 1996) 


3.— c5 4. AB 2c6 5. g3 26 6. Re2 
&g7 7. 0-0 0-0 8. h3 Eb8 9. g4 He8 
10. f5 e6= 

Radulov — Popov Sofia 1985; 


C) 2. —c5?! 3. g3 Ac6 4. Rg2 d5 5. 
exd5 ‘Axd5 6. Af3 e6 7. 0-0 &e7 8. 
c3 0-0 9. a3 b6 10. c4 “c7 11. &e3 
e5F 

Kothsur — Fedorov Moscow 1994 


3. Ad2 


3. eS 


You can deviate from the theory, 
that even is very effective several 
times, but in this case it just seems 
to be losing a tempo, as White 
already made a move with its pawns 
and it will presumably move them 
again later. 
3. — “fd7 
3. — Hg8 4. d4 c5 It goes over to 
the line 3. — cS of the Caro—Kan 
Defence. 5. c3 Ac6 6. A &g4 
7. Re2 e6 8. 0-0 Yb6?! 
8. — &Bxf3 9. &xf3 cxd4 10. 
cxd4 Wb6F 
9.dxc5 &xc5 10.b4 &f87! 11. 
b5 &xf3 12. bxc6 &xe2 13. cxb7 
Wxb7 14. Yxe2 Hc8 The inferior 
White’s pawn structure is com— 
pensated by its advantage in the 
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advance. 15. “a3t Emodi — 
Krizsany Sarospatak 1995; 
4. f4 
4. d4 It goes similarly to the 
French Defence. 4. — c5 5. c3 
4\c6 
5.—e6 6. f4 Y6 7. Af Ac6 8. 
Se2 Be7 9. 0-0 fo! 
6. £4 cxd4 7. cxd4 Ab6!? 8. Ac3 
&f5 9. DB e6 10. Rd3 Kg4= 
Lutikov — Kupreichik 1968; 
4. — Db6 
4.—c5 5. Df e6 6. g3 
6. c3 Ac6 7. a3 a6 8. Hc2= 
6. — Ac6 7. Re2 Re7 8. 0-0 0-0 
9. c4 Ab6=; 
5. c3 c5 6. Df &g4 7. Ke2 e6 8. 


4\a3 &e7 9. 0-0 0-0 10. Ac2 Ac6= 
Lazarevic — Maric 1990 


3.— eS 


It is the most natural move, which 
controls the important centre 
squares and gives the minor pieces 
places to develop. 


A) 3. —e6 

It is an undemanding move which is 

not too fashionable nowadays. 

4. g3 
4. Dgf3 Ac6 5. c3 a5 6. Ye2 26 
7. d4 &g7 8. &b5 0-0 9. &xc6 
bxc6 10. 0-0 c5 11. eS &d7 12. 
b3 &a6= Kupreichik — Lputian 
Riga 1985 


Alekhine Defence 


4.— c5 5. &e2 Ac6 6. Ae2 Ke7 7. 
0-0 0-0 8. c3 Yc7 9. Hel b6 10. 
exd5 @xd5 11. Ac4 Hd8 12. Af 
“f6 13. We2 &b7 14. a4 Hac8= 
Ottstadt—Berend Luxemburg 1985; 
B) 3. — c5 4. Dgf3 Dc6 5. g3 e5 6. 
Rg? Ke7 

It is the King’s Indian Defence 
playing with changed colours. 


7. OO 0-0 8. exd5 Axd5 9. “\c4 £6 
10. a4 Adb4= 
Timofeev — Chekhov USSR 1980 


4. D\pgf3 Dbd7 


4. — Dc6 

This is the most natural place for the 
knight, as it can control the impor— 
tant squares (e5, d4) in the centre, 
but it is in the c-pawn’s way, which 
can be needed later in some cases to 
insure the centre. 


5. g3 
5. Re2 &c5 6. 0-0 0-0 7. c3 a5= 
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5.— &c5 6. Rg2 dxe4 7. dxe4 0-0 
8. 0-0 a5 9. a4 We7 10. c3 Bd8 11. 
@h4 g6 12. h3 b6 13. Hel Hd3 14. 
@hf3 &xf2t 15. &xf2 WeS5t—+ 
Todorcevic — Kovacevic Ljubljana 
1989 0-1 


5. exd5 “xd5 6. g3 g6 7. &g2 &pg7 
8. 0-0 0-0 9. Hel h6 10. Ac4 He8= 
Rogers — Shabalov Moscow 1989 


1.4 — 2. Dc3 


1. e4 Afé 2. Ac3 


Here Black can pass over to Vienna 
game by moving 2. — e5 or can 
choose the most frequent move 2. — 
d5 which will be discussed in one of 
the subsequent chapters. 


2. — Ac6 


Z 4 

Uy, Yh 
ULL 

Ye Hl: 
UG; Y 


ey 


Y “f 


The sense of this move is to form an 
entirely unusual structure having the 
intention of diverting White from 
playing any of the thoroughly ana— 


Chapter 1 — 1. 4 ”f6 


lyzed lines. 


3.d4 


A) 3. &b5 e5 4. f4d6 5. Af Rg4 6. 
fxe5 dxe5 7. &xc6t bxc6 8. h3 &xf3 
9. Yxf3 

This pawn configuration is not too 
advantageous for Black in the 
forming endgame lines. 


9. — Ad7 10. d3 &c5 11. 2e3 0-0 
12.0-0 &xe3t 13. Wxe3 We7 14. 
“Abl1!? Wb4 15. b3 Wbé 16. Wf2 
Wxf2t 17. Bxf2 Ac5 18. Ad2 Ae6+t 
Romero — Rogers Spanish Ch. 
1994; 

B) 3. g3 e6 4. We2 Ad4 5. Yd3 c5 
6. DAP Ac6 7. We2 Re7 8. Rp? d5 
9. d3 dxe4 10. Axe4 Ad5 11. 0-0 
0-0 12. c3 b6 13. Aed2 2b7 14. a4 
We7 

Black equalized the game without 
problems. Its pieces are placed per— 
fectly and after occupying the d—file 
it can attack the weakened d3 
square. 


15. Ac4 Hfe8?! 
15.— a6!? 
16. a5 Bab8o 


Rodrigues, V 
Moscow 1994 


3. — d5 4. e5 Ad7 5. &g5!7N 


a) 5. @xd5?! Adb8! 6. Ac3 Wxd4F; 
b) 5. f4 Db6t; 
c) 5. Af3 Abé6 6. h3 h6 7. 2d3 Ab4 


— Hoang Thong 


8. 0-0 Axd3 9. Yxd3 e6 10. De2 
&d7 11. Af4 a6 12. Hel 2b5 


Black can find a solution of placing 
its weak bishop well and taking over 
the initiative. 


13. Wdl a5 14. c3 a4F 
Bonet — Panchenko Berga 1996 


5.— Db6 6. f4 hs! 
6. — &£57! 7. g4+ 


7. Re2 &£5 8. Af3 


8. &xh5?! Ab4 9. Bel Axc2t 
10. Bxc2 &xc2 11. Rxf7t Sxf7 12. 
Wxc2 c6¥ Rogers, | 


8. — Wd7 9. h3! 00-0 10. 0-0 
4\b4?! 11. Hh4!! 


oy 
Ws, 
Ly 


11. — &xc2 


11.— f612. AxfS Wxf5 13. &h4 
Wxc2 14. f5+ Rogers,I 


12. Wd2 f6 13. a3 Ac6! 14. f5! 


14. Yxc2!? fxg5 15. Ag6 Axd4 16. 
Wd3 Axe2t 17. Wxe2 e6 18. Axh8 
&cSt 19. Shl EBxh8 20. fxg5+ 
Rogers, I 


14. — fxg5? 15. e6! 

15. Ag6 &xf5 16. Axh8+ 

15. — We8 16. Ag6 &xf5 17. Axh8 
g6! 18. Af7 2g7 19. &b5? 


Fernandes — Rogers Strasbourg 
1994 


19. &xh5! Axd4 20. Bxf5! Axf5 21. 
&xg6+— Rogers, | 


1.5.1 — 2. Hc3 d5 3. d3 
1. e4 Af6 2. Ac3 d5 3. d3?! 


Y 
Z 


, i Pe: 
rv 
OFF? 


Yt, 
Z 


By this move White gives Black the 
opportunity to take over the initia— 
tive. 

3. — dxe4 


It is the most forceful continuation 
presumably. This move forces 
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White to make a decision if it ex— 
changes the queens or sacrifices a 
pawn for the sake of the attack. 

3. — Ac6?! 4. AfB 


4. &g5 dxe4 5. &xf6 exf6!? 6. 
Axe4 f5 7. Ag3 £6 8. c3 &d6 9. 
AP 0-0 10. Re2 He8 11. Wd2 
Re6 12. 0-0 &d5© Munoz — 
Sichilima Novi Sad 1990 


4. — dxe4 5. dxe4 Wxdlt 6 &xdl 
&g4 7. 2e2 0-00 8. £d2 &5 9. 
h3 &xf3 10. &xf3 &c5 11. BflF 
Hopewell — Dawson 1993 


4. dxe4?! 

4. &ge5 Be4 5. Wd2 exd3 6. &xd3 
“bd7 7. f3 &h5 8. 0-0-0 

White has an advantage in the 
development in return for the pawn 
but it does not seem to be simple to 
exploit, for there are no weaknesses 
in Black’s position. 

8. — c6 9. Age2 Wa5 10. Ad4 
0-0-0 11. Ab3 Wc7 12. He3 W6 


12. — &b8!? 13. 24 


13. £f5 e5a 


13. — &g6 14. &xg6 hxg6 15. 
&f4 eS 16. &xe5 AxeS 17. 
Hxd8t Yxd8 18. WxeSt &d6F; 


13. Ye2 We7 14. He3 Wb6 15. We2 
VY, 
Grabert — Neckar Werfen 1992 


4.— Wxdit 5. &xdl e5 6. Df3?! 
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6. &c4!? &b4 

6. — &cSF 
7. Dge2 Dg 8. Sel Ac5 9. Adl= 
With further f3 and &e3 


6. — Ag4F 7. 2e27! Dc6 


The black pieces get placed to the 
best positions in a very short time 
not giving White the chance to find 
a way out of its awkward situation. 


8. h3 0-0-0} 9. 2d3 2h5 10. 242? 


This position was hopeless, anyway, 
but now it is over at once. 


10. — Axg4—+ 


Abu Mialah — Simonenko Manila 
1992 


1.5.2 — 2. Dc3 d5 3. exd5 g6 


1. e4 Af6 2. Ac3 d5 3. exd5 g6 


The move 3. — “xd5 is more pre— 
cise since Black has the opportunity 
to develop its bishop on g7 after 
recapturing the pawn too. So it will 
have some problems in the advance 
in the case of White’s accurate play. 


Y 


wees 
ye 


AKAK mA 
B BWe 27 


4. £3?! 


It is better to protect the d5 pawn at 
once. 


4. — &g7 5. &c4 Dbd7 6. 0-0 0-0 
6. — Ab6 7. RbSt Ad7= 


7. d3 a6 
Black still should have chosen the 
move ‘Ab6. 


8. Hel b5 9. &b3 &b7 10. AeS5! b4 
10. — Axd5?? 11. Axf7! Axc3 
11. — Bxf7 12. Qxd5+— 
12. Axd8¢+— 
11. Dc6! 
In the position formed by the in— 


Alekhine Defence 


evitable exchanges Black has noth— 

ing that could be equivalent with 

White’s bishop pair. 

11. — &xc6 12. dxc6 bxc3 13. cxd7 

“xd7 14. Zbl 
14. d4?! cxb2 15. &xb2 c5= 

14. — e6 15. d4 cxb2 16. &xb2 Wh4 
16. —c5?! 17. dSt 

17. Wf3t 

Christensen — Wemer 1995 

4. — &g7 

4. — Dbd7 5. d3 Abé6 6. YY f3!? &e7 
6. — Axc4 7. dxc4t 

7. Rg5+ 


5. d3 0-0 6. Age2 Abd7 7. Le3 
ANb6 8. DAf4 


White’s pieces get to the required 
squares in good time one after an— 
other. 


8. — Ag4 9. 2d2 &d4?! 


G G 
UG Y “ 
Ui Wn 

Ys & Gy 


‘Wy 


“ge 


4, Up 
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It is a useless move, since Black 
makes White do what it wanted to, 
i.e. to castle its king, without hav— 
ing any threat. 

9. — He5 10. We2 g5 11. Hh3 &g4 
12. f3 &xh3 13. gxh3+ 


10. 0-0 a6 11. h3 Af6 12. 4+ 
Oliveira Filho — De Miranda Leao 
1997 


1.5.3 — 2. 4c3 d5 3. exd5 Axd5 
4. Axd5 


1. e4 Df6 2. c3 d5 3. exdS Axd5 


Y 
Wp 
é 


My 


In this part of the current chapter 
we are dealing with the moves 
which have already occured apart 
from the most frequent 4. &c4 that 
can be regarded the main line of this 
variation. None of these moves have 
considerable theoretical background 
but it would be a fault to underesti— 
mate them. According to the statis— 
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tics White cannot usually force 
advantage from these openings but 
it does not risk much, so the posi-— 
tions come into existence seem as 
though they were draw aproximate— 


ly. 
4. Dxd5 


A) 4. 8f3 

The meaning of this move is to start 
an attack against the f7 point 
including &c4, but the queen stands 
sometimes clumsy on the f3 square. 
The move 4. — “xc3 would be fol— 
lowed by 5. &c4 with White’s slight 
advantage that will be discussed in 
the following part. But Black has 
some other more promising chances 
as well. Let us see some of them. 


4.— Db4 
4. — Db6 5. Yg3 Ac6 6. Af3 a6 
7. d3 Ab4 8. Sd g6 9. Wh4 Ac6 
10. &f4 f6 11. Rh6 eS 12. &xf8 
Sxf8 13. Wh6t Sf7 14. Re2w 
Basagic — Baburin Hartberg 
1991 


5. &c4 e6 6. Rb3 DA8c6 7. Age? 
4a5 8. 0-0? 


8. Ra4t 2d7 9. a3 AdS 10. 
&xd7f Yxd7 11. 0-0 £e7 12. d3 
4\xc3 13. Axc3 0-0 14. Hel c5 
15. &f4 Ac6 16. Bacl “d4 17. 
We3 f6 18. De2 e5 19. Rd2= 
Komasiewicz — Komarov Huy 
1992 
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8. — Axb3 9. cxb3 Wd3F; 

B) 4. g3 

It is not a good idea, for it makes the 

long diagonal weak. 

4.— Dxc3 
4.— c6 5. &g2 g6 6. Age2 &g7 
7. 2xd5 cxd5 8. d4 Ac6 9. c3 0-0 
10. Af4 e6 11. 0-0 &d7 12. Ad3 
b6 13. &f4 Bc8 14. Hel+ Black is 
trying to manage to find a better 
place for its weak d7 bishop 
while White can start an attack on 
the king side (by means of Y/d2, 
&h6, b4) exploiting the weak— 
ened dark squares. Kiefhaber — 
Kengis Baden Baden 1990 


. bxc3 Wd5 6. AB 
6. YB Wx 7. Axf3 &d7 


7. —b6 8. &g2 £b7 9. 0-0 Dd7 
10. Bel e6 11.a4.a6 12.c4 &b4 
13. Hb] a5= Franzoni — Urday 
Novi Sad 1990 
8. DeS £6 9. Axd7 Axd7 10. Bb1 
0-0-0 11. &h3t 


6. — We4t 7. Re2 £h3 8. Bgl Ke4 
9. d3 Yc6 10. c4 e6= Benko — 
Martz USA 1972; 


C) 4. Age2 e6 5. g3 Axc3 6. Axc3 
&d7 7. &c4 c5 8. 0-0 Ac6=; 


D) 4. De4?! Ad7 5. APB ATL6=; 


E) 4. d4 


It is a position similar to the Scan— 
dinavian Defence. 


WN 
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4.— Oxc3 

Black makes White form a pawn 

chain which can be attacked. 

5. bxc3 g6 6. Af3 &g7 7. &c4 0-0 

8. 0-0 c5 9. a3 We7 10. Re2 cxd4 

11. cxd4 &f5 12. c4 DAc6F 

Puchkov — Krivonogov Minsk 

1996; 

F) 4. “f3?! 

This move does not try to prevent 

Black from equalizing the position 

in the least, so Black can develop its 

pieces without difficulties. 

4. — £g4 5. Dxd5 
5. d4 e6 6. AxdS Wxd5 7. &e2 
4c6 8. h3 &h5 9.0-00-0-0 10. 
&Re3 Be7 11. c4 Wa5 12. a3 
&xf3? 13. &xf3 &F6 14. b4 WES 
15. &xc6 bxc6 16. YWa4+ Krist— 
ensen — Vaganian Saint John 
1988 

5.— Wxd5 6. Re2 Ac6 7. 0-0 €6 8. 

d4 Hd8 9. e3 &e7 10. h3 &h5 11. 

c3 0-0 12. Yb3= 

Sterco — Krizsany Sarospatak 1996 


4.— Wxd5 5. d4 


5. Wf 

White’s efforts are aimed at getting 
a draw without doubt. 

5.— Wc5 6. c3 e5 7. We3 


7. d3 Ac6 8 Ah3 This move 
proves how misplaced the white 
queen is. 8.— h6 9. Re2 Ke6 10. 
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KRe3 Wd6 11. 0-0 0-0-0 12. d4 
exd4 13. Hfd1 WdS 14. Yxd5 
&xd5 15. cxd4 g5+ Boguslavsky 
— Varga Hungary 1991 

7. — Wxe3t 8. dxe3 e4 


Black’s hair’s breadth advantage is 
given by having slightly more space 
and the weakness of the d3 square. 

9. &c4 “Ad7 10. De2 c6 11. Dg3 
“e5 12. Re2 f5 13. Rd2 Re6 14. c4 
“xc4 15. &xc4 Axc4 16. Axf5 26 
17. &c3 Hes 18. Dg3 Kd3 19. B 
exf3 20. gxf3 &c5 21. &f2 0-0-0F 


Valenta — Baburin Liehtenshtein 
1995 

5.— Nc6 6. DB 

6. £e3?! 


At this moment the bishop is rather 
wrongly placed on the e3 square. 
6. — e5! 7. dxeS5 WxeS 8. c3 &c5 9. 
4\f3 We7 10. Yel 0O-0F 
Mihalyfi — Fokin 1992 
6. — e5 
6. — &g4 7. Re2 0-0-0 8. c3 &5 9. 
0-0 exd4 10. cxd4 &d6 
10. — xd4?! It is early a little to 
hunt for the pawns yet. 11. Axd4 
&xe2 12. Wxe2 Wxd4 13. Re5+ 
11. Re3 Sb8 12. h3 &d7 13. YWe2 f6 
14. a3 Hde8 15. Hfd1 De7 16. Ye4 
&c6F 
Alburt — Vasiukov USSR 1967 


7. 2e3 
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7. dxe5 Wxdlf 8. &xd1 &g4 9. Af4 
&c5+ Burgess 


7.— &g4 


YL 


Ws 


Black pieces are arriving at their 
places just in time. 


7. — exd4 8. Axd4 &c5= 


8. dxeS &xf 9. Yxf3 Wxf3 10. 
exf3 Axe5 11. 0-0-0 &d6 12. 
AbSt 218 13. Re2= 


Salazar — Alburt Santiago 1981 


1.5.4 —2. De3 d53. exd5 Axd5 
4. &c4 e6 


1. e4 Af6 2. Ac3 d5 3. exd5 “Axd5 
4. &c4 


By this move we have arrived at the 
main line, where first we are dealing 
with the moves which are different 
from the most frequent 4. — Ab6. 
In this old variation Black endeav— 
ours to develop as soon as possible 


and to increase the pressure on the 
d5 square. 


4.— e6 
A) 4. — £6 
It is a rather unusual move with the 


purpose of exchanging the bishops 
moving on the light squares. 


5. Wf3 c6 6. Age2 Ac7 7. Rxe6 
7. &b3 Ad7 8. d4 g6= 

7. — Dxe6 8. d3 g6 
8 — Ad4 9. Dxd4 Wxd4 10. 
Re3+ 

9. h4= 

Gundersson — Hlousek 1972; 


B) 4. — c6 

Black is keeping its knight in the 
centre and in contrast to the move 4. 
— e6 it is maintaining the opportu— 
nity for the c8 bishop to get to the 
suitable place if it is allowed by 
other conditions. 


Alekhine Defence _ 


5. WP 
5.d4 &f5 6. Af3 e6 7.0-0 &e7 8. 
Bel 0-0 9. He4 ‘Ad7 10. c3 He7 
11. Ag3 Kg6 12. AeS AxeS 13. 
dxe5 Ab6 14. &b3 c5F Apicella 
— Maaha Oostende 1991) 


5.— fo 


By all means it is the strongest con— 
tinuation, for the knight found its 
way back to its original foothold 
strengthening the king side and giv— 
ing the c8 bishop the chance to get 
into play fast. 


5. — e6 This move provides a 
point of support for the knight, 
although it seems as if the bishop 
got stuck a little on the c8 square. 
6. Age2 Ad7 7. d4 Wf6 8. Yxf6 


8. Axd5 exd5 9. Wxf6 Dxrf6 10. 
£d3 £d6= 


8. — A7xf6 9. a3 &d7 10. 0-0 
“\b6 11. &d3 c5 12. dxc5 &xc5 
13. Ae4 Axe4 14. Bxe4 Bb5 
15. Hel 0-0-0 16. &f4 2d6 17. 
&xd6 Bxd6 18. Ac3 &c6= 
Schmaltz — Kengis 1993 


6. h3 Abd7 7. We2 Ab6 
7. — g6 8. Af3 &e7? 9. Rxf7F+— 
_ Ab3 26 9. D3 &e7 10. 3 
10. 0-0 0-0 11. d3?! 
11, d4e0 
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11. — Abd5 12. &d2 a5 13. a3 
Re6!= 14. Ad4?! 


14. Ded Axed 15. dxed DAc7= 
Yermolinsky,A 


14. — @xc3 15. &xc3 AdS!F 
Rozentalis — Yermolinsky Mos— 
cow 1994; 


10. — 0-0 11. &f4 Afd5 12. Axd5 
“4xd5 13. &eS5 BxeS5 14. Axe5 
WaSt 15. Wd2 Wxd2t 16. &xd2+ 
Ivanov, V1 — Ivannikov 1996; 


C) 4. — Axc3 


This move is regarded as a disad— 
vantageous one for Black and, in 
spite of this opinion, it sometimes 
occurs in the tournament practice. 


5. WR 


It points out at once that the f7 point 
is unprotected because of the miss— 
ing knight. 


5.— e6 6. Yxc3?! 


6. dxc3!? White would rather 
have made this move. It opens 
the way in front of the cl bishop 
and in the case of castling to the 
queen side occassionally the rook 
can attack the centre without 
delay. 6. — Ad7 7. &f4 2d6 8. 
&xd6 cxd6 9. Wg3 Af6 10. 
0-0-0 d5 11. Wxg7 Hg8 12. Wh6 
&xg2 13. Ah3t Bohnisch — 
Teske 1989 


Chapter 1 — 1. e4 Af6 


6. — Ad7 
a) 6. — 4c6! It hinders White 
from moving d4. 7. Ae2 
7. 2Y3 WY6! 8. Wif6 gxfo 9. d4 
48 with further &d7 and 
0-0-0 
7.— Wf6 8. Yxf6 gxf6 9. d4 &d7 
10. &e3 De7 11. Ag3 Ac6 12. 
@h5 0-O-O 13. Bgl AS 14. c3 
4xe3 15. fxe3 f5 16. Re2 &h6 
17. &f2= Maliutin — Zoltek 
1991 


b) 6. — Wg59! 7. &f1 Dcé 8. ALB 
Wh5 
8. — Yf6! 9. Yf6 gxf6 10. d4 
Hg8t 
9.d4 &d6 10. &d20 


7. AB D6 8. 0-0 &e7 9. d4 0-0 10. 
Me5 c5 11. Re3 We7 12. Badl b6 
13. dxc5 bxc5 14. &f4 DAhS5 15. &cl 
&d6 16. YF &xeS5 17. WxhS &b7 
18. Bfel &f6= 


Akopian — Yermolinsky Glendale 
1994 


5. Df3 


The replies 5. — b4 and 5. — 
4\b6 to the possible 5. Y/f3 were 
discussed in the previous part of the 
present chapter. 


5. &xd5!? 
It is a witty move in the opening 


which often sets a trap for the oppo— 
nent fighting by routine moves. 
5.— exd5 6. We2t 2€67! 
6. — &e7!? 7. We5 0-0 8. Wxd5 
4c6 9. Df3 Db4 10. Hxd8 Hxd8 
11. &dl &g40 


7. YbS5t DAc6 8 Wxb7 Ad4 


y 


a Wes / 
(Wh sha 
1 oR, a 


9. AbS! &c8 
9. — Axc2t 10. &dl Dxal 11. 
AxcTt &e7 12. Axa8t+ 


10. Yxa8 Axc2t 11. 4d1 Axal 
12. We6f+— 


5.— Re7 


5.—c5 6. 0-0 Ab6 7. &b5t Ad7 8. 
&xd7t D8xd7 9. d4 Df6 10. &g5 
cxd4 11. Axd4 Re7 12. Yd3 hé 13. 
&h4 0-0= 

Yandemirov — Smagin Elista 1995 


6. 0-0 0-0 7. Hel 


7. d4 Axc3 8. bxc3 Ad7= 


7. — &xc3 8. bxc3 c5 9. YWe2!? 


oe. 


e YY 


itv & 


It prepares an attack against the 
black king which has not got enough 
defensive pieces. 


9. d4 “Ac6 10. &e3 2f6 11. He2 
WaSa 


9. — c6?! 10. Hed £6 11. h4it 
He8 

11.— We7 12. d4 cxd4 13. &g5! 
With the plan of further &d3+— 


13. — De5! 14. AxeS BxeS 15. 
Ad3 Rh2t 16. Shi f5 17. Wxd4 
&d6 18. &c4T Ivanov,V. I 


12. Eb1 YWe7 13. d4! exd4 14. 
ags!o 


It is an excellent move putting 
another piece into action and joining 


the rooks. 


S 
s 


ol fre 


14. cxd4? Axd4+ 
14. — &xps? 


14. — He5! 15. &b5! BB 16. &xf6 
gxf6 17. AxeS fxeS 18. cxd4t 


15. Axg5+ 
Ivanov, VI — Sivokho Russia 1992 


1.5.5 — 2. Ac3 d5 3. exd5 Axd5 
4. £04 Ab6 


1. e4 Afé 2. Ac3 d5 3. exd5 Axd5 
4. 2c4 Ab6 5. 2b3 


Black instead of maintaining the 
tension in the centre by moving the 
pawns tries to insist on playing with 
its pieces not pledging itself to an 
inmediate centre fight. Black is 
given poor opportunities by the 
main line introduced with 5. — 
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4c6, but it even has a solid position &d7 13. Wg7! Hf8 14. &xd5+— 
without weaknesses. Balashov — Mikenas Riga 1970 


11. £a4! 


This move tries to exploit the 
opportunities given by the mis— 
placed black pieces. 
11. Af3 b6 12. 0-0-0 £b7 13. 
Hhel 0-0 14. DegS5 Yurkov — 


= j 
: A ye We, Suteev Moscow 1964 


11.—0-0 
11. — Ad4 12. c3 DS 13. g4 g6 
14. Wh3 Db4 15. g5t 


12. &xc6 bxc6t Maliutin — 
Simonenko 1991; 


5.— Dc6!? 
B) 5. — e5? 
A) 5.—c5 6. Wh5! e6 It gives White more chances. 
6 — c4 7. &xcd Axc4 8. 
9 
WbSt+— 6. d3 Ac6 7. Af3 &g4 8. h3 £h5? 
7. d3 Ac6 


7. — D8d7 8. BS Df 9. We2 
h6 10. &h4 &e7 11. Af3 “fds 
12. &xe7 Wxe7 13.We5 f6 14. 
WhSt &f8+ Kotan—Varga 1996 
8. aps! 
8. Af3 With the plan of further 
“g5 8. — g6t 
8. — &e7 9. &xe7! 
9. Af3 0-0 10. 0-0 Ad7 11. Ae4 
b6 12. Bfel Af6 13. Wh4 Axe4= 
Pavlenko — Bagirov Baku 1967 _ Back does not feel danger. 
9. — Wxe7 10. Ae4 Ad7 9. xe5!! 
10. —Ad5 11. De2 g67! 12. Wh6 It is an excellent tactical blow! 
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9. — &xdl 10. &xf7¢ &e7 11. 
Rg5t Sd6 12. Dest Sxe5 13. f4t 
d4 14. Bxdl Ab4 15. c3t! &e3 16. 
0-0! 4xd3 17. 4g3!+— Rosentalis 
— Mikenas Vilnius 1981; 

C) 5. — &f5 6. WE Wo8 7. Bxf7t 
@xf7 8 g4 Ac6 9. gxf4 Ad4t 
Széll,L — Molnar,B Miskolc 1996 


6. Af3 


A) 6. 43 
White makes hatch simple plans. 
First it wants to develop its pieces 
but Black not being threatened by its 
opponent’s attacking moves makes 
the game equal without troubles. 
6. — e6 7. Age2 £e7 8. 0-0 
8. d3 0-0 9. &f4 e5 10. &d2 Aa5 
11. AdS Axb3 12. Axe7t Yxe7 
13. axb3 c6 14. h4 f5 15. &g5 
Wd6 16. hS h6¥ Bartos — Kri- 
zsany 1994 
8. — 0-0 9. d4 Axd4 10. Axd4 
Wxd4 11. &£4 &d6 12. &xd6 Yxd6 
13. Had] We7 14. a4 a5 15. fel 
Ha6 16. AbS h6 17. c3 HS 18. 
WY 23 c6 19. HeS We7 20. Ad4 Yf6 
21. He4 Ad5+ 
Castro — Shabalov Manila 1992; 


B) 6. Wh5?! 
It is extraordinary but useless. 


6. — 26 7. WP Des 8. WE Bg7 9. 
d4 Dec4F 


6. — &f5 


The move 6. — &g4 is not possible 
because of the usual 7. &xf7t! 

A) 6. — g6 

By advancing the bishop to the wing 
Black wants to put pressure on the 
d4 square. 

7. d3 &g7 8. &e3 0-0 9. Wd2 &e4 
10. DgS “d4 11. Ace4 Axb3F 
Vidéki — Palkovi 1996; 

B) 6. — a5 

This manoeuvre makes the position 
simpler capturing the dangerous 
bishop and taking the opportunity of 
having a bishop pair of f White at the 
same time. 

7. d4 &xb3 8. axb3 &g4 9. h3 &F5 
10. We2 c6 11. &g5 h6 12. Rh4 
4&d5 13. 0-0 “f6 14. Bfdl g5 15. 
&g3 &g7 16. dS Axd5 17. Axd5 
cxd5 18. c4 0-0 19. Hxd5 Wc8 20. 
Wxe7= 

Larsson — Smagin Naestved 1988 


7.0-0 


A) 7. d4 e6 8. &f4 
8. h3 Aa5 9. He2 Axb3 10. axb3 
£d6 11.0-0c6 12. De4 &xe4 13. 
Wxe4 “Ad7 14. c3 h6= Apicella 
— Palatnik Belgrade 1988 
8. — &d6 9. Hd2 0-0 10. &g3 &g4 
11. 00-0 a5 12. Hdel Axb3tF 
Lein — Alburt New York 1980; 


B) 7.a4 Aa5 8. £a2 e6 9. 0-0 Ke7 
10. Hel 0-0 11. De4 c5!? 12. Hg3 


i. g6 13. d3 Ac6 14. &b3 c4 
This move starts the attack to liqui— 
date White’s queen side. 


15. dxc4 Wxdl 16. Bxdl DadSF 
[:pishin — Horvath Leningrad 1989 


7.— e6 8. d4 


A) 8. a4 £b4 9. d3 &g4 10. h3 &hS 
11. g4 &g6 12. Re5 Re7 13. Rxe7 
DxeT7 14. DeS Ad7 15. Ye2 0-0 16. 
“\xd7 Yxd7= 

Lupu — Hauchard Torcy 1991; 


B) 8. Hel &e7 9. Ae4 Kg4 10. h3 
&xf3 11. Yxf3 Dd4 12. Yg3 00 
13. d3 Ad5 14. c3 Axb3 15. £h6 g6 
16. axb3 He8 17. c4 Ab4 18. WeS £6 
19. Wxe6t Gh8 20. WF7 Begs 21. 
4\g5+— 

Balashov — Leutwyler Lenk 1991 


8.— Dad 


Wy 


aM % 2 
oa! A A 


aon 
Y 


oe Y 
Lie 


ZG Z & Y 
tot anet 


It is Black’s typical move, as it can 
be shown by some of the previous 
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lines, which exchanges the danger— 
ous b3 bishop making White forget 
the breakthrough by moving d5 for— 
ever. 
8. — &e7 9. Hel 
9. dS exdS 10. AxdS “xd5 11. 
&xd5= Db4!? 12. &xb7 Yxdl 
13. Bxdl Bb8 14. Ad4!a 
9, — DaS5 10. d5?¥ 
It is a sacrifice of doubtful value. 
10. — @xb3 11. axb3 Axd5 12. 
“xd5 Wxd5 13. Wxd5 exd5 14. 
“Ad4 &e4 15.c4 &b4—+ 
Ivanov — Alburt 1978 


9. 2f4 2d6 10. &xd6 Wxd6 11. 
YWe2 0-0 12. h3 a6 13. Ae4= 
Lendwai — Krizsany 1991 


1.6.1 — 2. Ac3 d53.e5 d4 
1. e4 Zf6 2. Ac3 d5 3. eS 


iWet = 
Aa 4aK8 
om 2 
mc a 
al 


It is more demanding than capturing 
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the d5 pawn. b) 6. — Ag8? 7. 2b5t c6 8. 
cts 


7. exf6 gxf4 8. Wxf4 Ac6z 
6. — 2d5 7. e6 f6 8. Agh3 


3. — d4 4. exf6 


This is the more frequent move of 
the two opportunities. 


8. Ag60 
4. Dce2 sage 
Mikhail Tal’s move 8. — Axf4 9. ArfA Wado! 10. 
Wa4t Dc6 11. Ze2 Wd4!F Ya- 
4. — Ap4 kovich — Sergeev Cappelle la 
For the line 4. — “e4 see the vari— Grande 1996 Sergeev; 


ation 3. — “e4. Other possibilities 


are the following. 5. — dxe2 6. &xe2 gxf6 7. d4 


AfS 8 2f3 c6 9. De2 Ad7 10. 
A) 4. — 43 5. exf6 Ag3 Bg6 11. h4t; 


5. Df4 dxc2 6. Wxe2 


B) 4. — Afd7? 5. e6+; 


5. £4 hS5! 


It is a good plan to block the light 
squares on the king side. 


A) 5. — 4c6 6. Af3 £6?! 7. b3 
Ah6 8. c3!£; 


B) 5. —c5 6. Ag3 Ac6 7. e6!t 


6. AfB 


A) 6. h3?! Ah6 7. AfB “FS 8. d3 
c5 9. g3 Ac6 10. a3 e6 11. &g2 
“Ace7! 12. 0-0 Ad5+ Mestrovic 
— Borgo Aosta 1990; 


6. — g5! It was unexpected. B) 6. Ag3 g6 7. &c4 e6 8. d3 c5 


Ah6 12. g4 Abb 13. &b3 Ad7 14. 
a) 6. — 2¢4 7. e6 fix; Afgs5 We7 15. We2 000 16. 
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&d2? hxg4 17. hxg4 


= NYO @O@ fF OA OD N OW 
ANG SENS 


17. — @xg4! It is not done to 
refuse a present. 18. 0-0-0 Ah6F 
Mitkov — Santo Roman Nice 
1994 


6. c5 7. Dg3 g6 8. &c4 e6 9. He4 
KRe7 10. Ye2 


10. b4 cxb4 11. a3 Wa5 12. h3 
@h6 13. Axd4 £d7 14. &b2 bxa3 
15. &c3 Wd8 16. 0-05 Vavra — 
Khromov Pardubice 1996 


10. — Ac6 11. a3 a6 12. d3 bS 13. 
a2 &b7 14. &d2 Dh6 15. 0-0 
YWb6 16. hl 0-0-0 17. Zab] &b8 
18. Bfclt 

Mitkov — Baburin Cappelle la 
Grande 1993 


4. — dxc3 5. fxg7 


5. bxc3 exf6 6. Af3 &d6 7. Re2 0-0 
8. 0-0 c5 9. d4 Ac6= 


5. — cxd2+ 6. &xd2 


6. Yxd2 
This move is offered for those only 
who like the endgames. In the case 
of making the proper moves Black 
can equalize the game without 
problems. It is true that it cannot 
expect more either. 
6. — Wxd2¢ 7. &xd2 &xg7 8. 
0-0-0 Ac6 
8.— &p4 9. Re2 Rxe2 10. Axe2 
“Ac6= 
9, 2b5 &d7 10. AB 


Y 
Y C 


10. Ae2 a6 11. &c4 Be5 12. 
&d5 e6 13. &xb7 Bb8 14. &xa6 
Hb6 15. &c3 Bxa6 16. f4 Bxa2 
17. &bl Ha4 18. fxeSt “4% 
Schlindwein — Rausis Cappelle 
la Grande 1994 


10. — hé! 

Itis not a smart move but useful, for 
it saves the opponent’s only threat, 
the move “g5. 


Alekhine Defence 


11. Bhel e6 12. &f4 0-0-0 13. De5 
“xe5 14. Rxe5 Hhg8 15. Axd7t 
&xd7 16. g3 hS 17. Bxd7 &xd7 18. 
Hdlt &c6 19. &xg7 Exg7 4% 
The position is really a draw. De La 
Villa Garcia — Magem Badals 
Pamplona 1996 


6. — &xg7 7. W131? 


4, 


xALWe & 
AAA 44% 


OO 
YY 


4, 


Z 7 


Y 
We, 


7.— &xb2! 


Black has to accept the sacrifice. 
White can play actively in the cases 
of other moves too without any 
material drawback. 


A) 7. — c6?! 
It is interesting that in this sharp 
position both white moves lead to 
the same type of endgame. 
8. 0-0-0 

8. &b5 Wd6 9. &c3 0-0 10. &xc6 


&a6 13. Hdl Weé 14. We3 Wxe3 
15. fxe3 Bfd8 16. Bxd8+ Bxd8 
17. Bf1+ Hector — Kengis Ha— 
ninge 1992 


8. — Wd6 9. &c3 Whét 10. Sbl 
He8 11. &c4 We6 12. De2 &xc3 
13. Wxc3 &d7 14. Df4 We7 15. 
We3 0-0-0 16. &b5 e5 17. Ad5 £6 
18. WcS Wf 19. Wxf8 HBexf8 20. 
&xc6t 

The endgame can just be gained by 
White. Petronic — Vujadinovic Nis 
1994; 

B) 7. — ¥4d4?! 8. &c3 We4 9. 
&xg7— Hector — Blees 


8. Edl 


This is the critical position of the 
variation. If this line can be played 
by White or Black, that depends on 
it. The question is a well-known 
one. What is worth more: having an 
extra pawn or the advantage in the 


&xc3f 11. Wxc3 bxc6 12. He2 development? 
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8. — Wd4 


A) & — Wd6? 9. &c4 West 10. 
‘Ne2 Wf6 11. Wb3 Be5 12. f4 &d6 
13. &c3+— Reefschlaeger — Frosch 
Velden 1995; 


B) 8. — Ad7!? 9. &c3 &xc3t 10. 
Wxc3 Hg8 11. AB 


11. &d3 


11. — e6 12. &d3 Exp? 13. Wh8t 
heT+ 
No compensation can be seen. 


9. De2 Wed 10. Wb3 &f6 

A) 10. — &e5? 11. &c3 &xc3> 12. 
Wxc3 0-0 13. Hd3!; 

B) 10. — &g7!? 11. Af4 


11. &c3?! Ac6 12. Bd3 &xc3t 
13. Wxc3 Wb4+ 
11. — Hc6 12. Re2 WES 13. AdS 
0-0 14. &c3 Re5 15. Hd3 


11. Af4 Dc6 12. Re2 WHS 13. AdS 
Ke5 14. &c3 Hgs 


Sg . 2k 
bay 


of We 
Yj 2 aE, 
ee Vi, Je 
YS 7 7 
oe eo oe 
VW 7 _E® _s 


oon 
>» 


“. 


Re 


15. f4! 2d6!? 


15. — e6?! 16. 0-0! exd5 17. fxe5 
We 18. BPS 
Balashov — Alburt USSR 1974 


16. 0-0 &d7~ 


1.6.2.1 — 2. 4c3 d5 3. e5 Afd7 4. 
4 


1. e4 Af6 2. Ac3 d5 3. eS Afd7 


ona # 


w 


Now White can choose four differ— 
ent variations. The right choices 
probably are the moves 4. f4 and 4. 
d4 accepting the French Defence. 4. 
4xd5 is too plain while 4. e6 which 
will be discussed in the following 
part seems to be rather risky. 


4. f4 


A) 4. Axd5 
You can make the position equal by 


Alekhine Defence 


such moves but cannot get any ad— 
vantage. 


4. — BxeS5 5. He3 c5 6. b3 


A) 6. b4?! Dec6! It does not let 


White move d4. 7. bxcS eS 8. 
&b2 &xc5+ van Geet — Marovic 
Amsterdam 1972; 

B) 6. £4 Dec6 7. Af3 We7 8. g3 
e6= 


6. — Abc6 
6. — Dg6 7. &b2 e5 8. h4 Ac 9. 
&b5 &d7 10. h5 Af4 11. h6 Ad4 
12. hxg7 &xg7 13. &xd7¢ Wxd7 
14. g3 Dg6 15. WhS0 Ginsburg 
— Bagirov Berlin 1994 


7. &b2 e6 8. f4 Dg6 9. f5 exf5 10. 
&b5 &d7!F; 


B) 4. d4 
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Black starts an attack against the 
white centre at once exploiting that 
White cannot capture the pawn on 
d5. For the line 4. — e6 5. f4 c5 6. 
@f3 see C 11. 


5. dxc5 


A) 5. f4 cxd4 For the line 5. — e6 
see C 11. 6. AbS 


6. Dce2 Dc6 7. Of Was f= 


6. — Bc6 7. Axd4 


7. D3 Ddb8!? Black takes the 
advantage of the fact that it has 
not made the move e6 yet, so it 
can exchange the c8 bishop 
which is traditionally bad in the 
positions of French Defence. 8. 
Dbxd4 £g4 9.h3 Lxf3 10. Axf3 
e6 11. £e3 Dd7 12. Bd3 &c5 
¥,-, Romero — Van der Werf 
Wijk aan Zee 1995 


7. — Wb6 8. Agf3 Adb8 9. c3 
4xd4 10. Axd4 4c6 11. &b5 a6 
12. a4 e6 13.00 &c5 14. Ef2 
&d7 15. Re3 Rxd4 16. &xd4 
“\xd4= Kiik — Varga Debrecen 
1992; 


B) 5. &xd5? It gives up the cen— 
tre without any compensation 
and, in addition, it puts the queen 
into action too early. The pun— 
ishment does not fail to come 


Chapter 1 — 1. e4 #f6 


about. 5. — cxd4 6. Yxd4 Ac6 7. 
We4 AcS5 8. Hce4 06 9. Dc3 
Axe5 10. We2 Ac6 11. Af3 £e7 


12. g3 


=~ DO oO fF OA DN @ 


12.— b5! 13. &g2 


A) 13. Wxb5 3b8s; 
B) 13. Axb5 Labs 


13. — b4 14. De5 d4 15. Wdl 
&a6 16. Re3 bxc3 17. Rxd4 cxb2 
18. &c6t £8 19. Bb1 Hast 20. 
c3 Bd8 21. WF Ad3t! 22. Axd3 
Hxd4 23. Af4 Wxa2 24. Re4 
&b7 25. cxd4 Yxblt 26. &xbl 
&xf3 27. Bgl &b4t 0-1 Huber 
— Shabalov Winnipeg 1997; 


.— e6 6. DAB 


6. &bS Ac6 7. APB Axc5 


7. —4rxc5 8 Ad4 2d7 9. 2xc6 
bxc6 10. 0-0 £68 11. f4 Be7F 
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Avdic — Baburin Schaan 1996 


8. 0-0 0-0 9. &g5 f6 10. exf6 
“xf6 11. Da4 Rd6 12. c4 De5 
13. cxdS AxfBt 14. Yxf3 Has 
15. /d3?! a6! 16. dxe6 axb5 17. 
Wxd6 Ha6 18. Wd3 bxa4 19. 
&xf6 gxf6 20. e7 He8+ Bellini — 
Varga,Z Montecatini Terme 
1997; 


6. —Ac6 7. &£4 DAxcS 8. &d3 Ke7 
9. h4 Y/b6 10. 0-0 &d7 11. a3 0-0 
12. Y/d2 f5 13. exf6 &xf6 14. &d6 


14. — 4d4! 


This game also proves the fact that 
if you can take the control over the 
squares d4 and eS, you will get close 
to the win. 


15. &xf8 AxfBt 16. gxf3 Exf8F 
Kamber — Neckar Bern 1991 


Alekhine Defence 


4.— c5 5. Df3 Ac6 6. g3 


It is also difficult to draw a border 
line between the different openings, 
i. e. where does the King’s Indian 
Attack begin and where does the 
Alekhine Defence finish. The types 
of positions are very similar to each 
other. If you would like to play this 
line, then it is worth knowing the 
King’s Indian Attack in a certain 
extent. 


A) 6. d4 cxd4 7. AbS Adb8 

a) 7. — e6 8. Abxd4 Axdé4 9. 
“Axd4 Wb6 10. c3 Abs 11. Re3 
Ac6 12. Rd3 Axd4 13. cxd4 &d7 
14. 0-0 g6 15. We2 &e7 16. Shl 
0-0-0?! 17. b4 &b8 18. a4 Wxb4 
19. Bfb1 Wa5 20. Rd25 Nunn — 
Howell London 1993; 


b) 7. — WaSt!? 
8. Abxd4 
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8. Dfxd4 a6 9. Ac3 “Axd4 10. 
Wxd4 e6 11. Re3 Ac6 12. Hb6 
Wxb6 13. &xb6 g5F+ Relange — 
Hauchard France 1991 


8.— 2649. h3 


9. e6 fxe6 10. Re2 Axf3 11. AxfB 
Y¥7d6 12. 0-O@ Kiss,L — Varga,Z 
Hungary 1995 


9. — &xf3 10. AxfB e6 11. Le3 
Ad7 12. 243 &c5= 

It is an equal position. Romero — 
van der Werf Wijk aan Zee 1995; 


B) 6. &b5 2d4? 


6. — e6= 
7. &xd4 cxd4 
8 
ob 
6 
st 
4 
3 
2 2 
1 Z 


8. e6! dxc3 9. Wh5! g6 10. exd7t 
&xd7 11. Yxd5 cxb2 12. &xb2+—- 
Kraut — Varga Altensteig 1993 


6. — e6 7. &g2 


Chapter 1 — 1. e4 “f6 


7. d3 &e7 8. h4 h5 9. &g2 a6 10. a4 
b6 11. HgS Ad4 12. Re3 HFS 13. 
&f2 Ab8 14. He2 Ac6 15. c4 f6 16. 
exf6 gxf6 17. cxdS exd5 18. Af 
&e6 19. 0-0 Wd7 20. Hel &f7~ 
Arapovic — Kovacevic Sarayevo 
1982 


7.— eT 
7. —a6!? 8. a4 Ha5!? 9. 0-0 b5a 
8. 0-0 


8. d3 bS 
8. — 0-0 9. 0-0 f6?! The move 9. 
— Hb8 is better. 10. exf6 Axf6 
11. Ye2+ Balashov — Schmidt, 
WI Halle 1976; 
9. &d2 Hb8 10. 0-0 0-0 11. He2 
YYb6 12. h4 h6 13. Sh2 b4 14. Ad1 
c4 15. d4 c3# Kochetov — Gre- 
bennikov Moscow 1996 


8.— 0-0 
A) 8. —a6 9. a4 Was 


9. — Yc7 10. d3 g6?! 


10. —b6 11. Be2 Bb7 12. c3 
0-0 13. &d2 With the plan of 
the further moves 3b1 and b4£. 


11. De2!? b6 12. c4! 
12. d4!?+ Pavasovic,D — Ma- 
zi,L Ljuljana 1994 


12. — d4 13. g4! hS 14. gxh5 
gxh5 15. Ag3+ 
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10. d3 b5 11. f5 b4 12. fxe6 fxe6 13. 
He2 Adxe5 14. AxeS AxeS5 15. Af4 
B£6 16. Wht g6 17. We2 &p7 


=~ NO © fF OA DN @ 


18. Axd5! exdS 19. &h6!+ Bala— 
shov, Y; 


B) 8. — Eb8 9. a4 a6 10. d3 bS 11. 
axb5 axb5 12. g4 b4 13. Ae2 0-0 
14. g5 &b7 15. Ag3 g6 16. HAhl 
Ad4 17. Af2 AfS 18. Ag4 We7 19. 
Af6t~ 

Watson — Bagirov BL 1993 


9. Shi a6 


It is quite difficult to make a deci— 
sion if this is the nght move of 
preparation or 9. — Xb8. 


9. — f6 10. exf6 &xf6 


10. — Axf6 11. d4!? Ae4 12. 
S\xe4 dxe4 13. AeS “Axd4 14. 
&xe4t 


Alekhine Defence 


11. We2 &h8 12. d3 
12. Wxe6? &xc3F 13. bxc3? 
&de5—+ 

12. — Abé6 13. Ad1+; 


10. He2 b5 11. d4 b4 12. &e3 a5 
13. Hel £a6 14. g4 &xe2 15. Hxe2 
Wb6 16. Hadl cxd4 


KSA 


WP, WW 
> D> 


\ 


| Ss 


17. &gi 


White sacrifices a pawn so as to 
avoid the exchanges of the pieces 
that would decrease the chances of 
its king side attack. 


17. — &c5 18. Hd3 Bfe8 19. WN2 
a4 20. Wh4 b3 21. Dg5 h6é 22. Wh5 
He7 23. cxb3 Ab4a 


With mutual chances. Conquest — 
Baburin Isle of Man 1994 


1.6.2.2 — 2. Ac3 d5 3. e5 Afd7 4. 
e6 


1. e4 Af6 2. Ac3 d5 3. e5 Afd7 4. 
e6 


It is the most aggressive continua— 
tion. White’s purpose is obvious: to 
tear up Black’s king side pawn 
structure and start an attack against 
it. But the most important task is to 
get the control over the d4 and eS 
squares which determines the suc— 
cess of the attack or defence. The 
outcome of the fight stands or falls 
on it. 


4. — fxe6 5. d4 c5! 


Of course Black is also aware of the 
opponent’s aim and it begins the 
counterplay against White’s centre 
at once. 


A) 5. — Df6 6. AB g6 7. Kf4!9 
&g7 8. AbSz; 
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B) 5. — g6?! 
It gives White another target which 
can be attacked immediately. 


6. h4 Af6 
6. — &p7 7. h5 Af8 8. AF4 c5 9. 
Ab5 a6 10. Af3a 

7. hS AxhS 8. Bxh5 


This sacrifice has always to be taken 
into consideration. 


8. — gxhS 9. WxhSt &d7 10. AB 
£g7 11. &h6 2f6 


=a i 


F Mi 

mater, 
Va ia 

4, Uk 
.. an 


12. Axd5 exd5 13. Wxd5t Ye8 14. 
WhSt oed7 15. AeSt!+— 


15.0-0-0 c6 16. &£4 Wg8? 
16. — 88! 17. De5t Bxe5 18. 
Sxe5 
18. dxe5t_ &c7!—+ The differ— 
ence is that the bishop is not 
hanging now in contrast to the 
move 16. — Yg8. 
18. — &d8 la 
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17. DeSt dB 18. D7 d7 19. 
WESt Se8 20. Wxc8t &xf7 21. 
&c4t 1-0 Bellon — Kovace— 
vic, V Karlovac 1979; 


C) 5. —e57! 6. dxe5 6 7. £4 e7 8. 
£d3 26 9. DBL 
6. dxc5 


White does not give up the centre, it 
wants to control it by its pieces. 


A) 6. AB Ac6 


6. — cxd4!? 7. Axd4 Af 8. 
AbSt &f7 9. 0-08 


7. &b5 p6 


-~ NO © fF ODN @ 
S N 


7. — cxd4!? 8 Axd4 Axd4 9. 
Wxd4 a6 10. &d3 Wb6 11. &e3 
Wxd4 12. &xd4s5 

8. 2e3 


8. h4 2e7!F 


Alekhine Defence 


8. — 2f67! 9.h5 exh5S 
9. — Axh5? 10. Hxh5 gxh5 11. 
Des+— 
10. Desa 
8. — &g7 9. dxc5 Wa5!? 


9. — 0-0 10. 0-0 Wc7 11. Hel 
Bde5 12. DBd4 Bd7 13. &e2 
&\xd4 


13. — Had8!? 


14. &xd4 Hf4 15. &e3 Hf7 16. £4 
“c6 17. AbS Wd8 18. c3+ 


10. 0-0 0-0 11. Ebl a6 12. &xc6 
bxc6 13. Hel We7 14. Ags He5 15. 
&2d4 BFS 16. Dh3 Af7 17. &xg7 
&xg7 18. Da4 e5 19. Ab6 Hb8 20. 
c4 &e6 21. b4a 


With mutual chances. Hector — 
Sergeev Berlin 1995; 

B) 6. &d3?! Af6 7. dxc5 Ac6 8. 
&g5 


8. Af3 g6 9. 0-0 &g7 10. We2 
0-0 11. &g5 Gh8 12. a3 eS5!t 


8.— 969. Dh3 Bp7 10. Af4 d4 11. 
De4 e5 12. &xf6?! exf6 13. Ad6t 


White gives everything for this 
check. 
13. — &f8 14. He2 Wa5tF 


Jacobs — Shabalov Philadelphia 
1997 
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6. — Hc6 7. AB g6 


A) 7. — a6 8. &e3 Af 9. Aad e5 
10. Ab6 Hb8 11. c3%; 


B) 7. — @xc5 8. &b5 Wd6 
8. — 267? 9. Wd4+— 


9. 0-0 @d7?! 
Why does not Black develop its 
pieces instead by moving 9.— £&d7? 


10. Hel a6 11. &xc6 bxc6 12. Wd! 
c5 13. Wa4 &b7 14. Af4 Wb6 15. 
Be5 Hd8 16. Habl g5 17. Axd7 
Hxd7 18. &e5! Bes 19. We4 Bp6 
20. b4!+ 

Holler — Vaganian Bad Woris— 
hofen 1991 


8.h4 


8. Ad4 Af6 9. &bS5 We7 10. 0-0 
&d7 11. &xc6 bxc6 12. f4 &g7 13. 
Hel 0-0 14. Hxe6 Hae8! 15. Wd3 
“g4 16. He2 e5 17. fxeS Bxe5 18. 
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AP &F5 19. Wd2 Bxe2 20. Axe2 
Re4—-+ 
Black played the game perfectly. 
Kuyindzhi — Alburt USSR 1974 
8.— &g7!? 
8. — Af6 9. &bS &g7 

9. — &d7 10. h5z 
10. hS! gxh5 

10. — Axh5 11. £e3! &d7?! 


11. — 0-0 12. &xc6 bxc6 13. 
£d4t 


12. 2xc6 bxc6 13. &d4 e5?! 


13. — 2f6 14. £e5! 0-0 I5. 
Wd4+ 


14. &xeS A6 15. Hd4 Wc8 16. 
0-0-0 a6 17. Hdel+ Petronic— 
Marinkovic Niksic 1997 


11. &xc6t bxc6 12. AeS We7 13. 
£4 Yb7 14. Ad3 Dga!? 15. Bxh5 


pine, 
Y oy Bm a 
sg 


KS; 
YU, 
_ 


a a 


9. h5 Wa5 10. &d2 Yxc5 11. hxgé 
hxg6 12. Hxh8t &xh8 13. Abs 
Wh6 14. £e3 Yd8 


(7a2We” 
anak 


15. &£4!? 

Vidéki 

A) 15. c3 Af8 16. Wb3 a6 17. Abd4 
e5 18. Axc6 bxc6 19. 0-0-0 Yc7 
20. &b6 Wb7 21. &c5 Ae6+ 
Black’s superior position is obvious. 
Petronic; 


B) 15. c4 @de5 16. AxeS 


15. — Yast 

A draw is unavoidable. 

A) 15. — Ace5?! 16. AxeS Rxe5 
16. — @xeS 17. We2+ 

17. &xe5 AxeS 18. Wd4s, 


B) 15. — e5? 16. Wxd5+ 


16. 2d2 Yb6 17. 2e3= 
A draw by move repetition. 


Alekhine Defence 


1.6.3.1 — 2. Dc3 d5 3. e5 Ded 4. 
Wf3 


1. e4 Df6 2. Dc3 d5 3. e5 Ded 


Since this move has been made for 
the first time it has not had too much 
progress (except for the line 4. 
4\ce2 which is shown later). It does 
not have too many lines and theo— 
Tetical background either, so it can 
be recommended to those who work 
out variations at home and like the 
new ideas and perhaps they want to 
add something to the variation 
themselves. 


4. W137! 

This move seems to be the most 
promising one. 

A) 4. Axe4 

It does not cause Black any troubles 


since the exchange of the e4 knight 
is more favourable for it. 


4. — dxe4 5. d4 exd3 6. xd3 
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6. &xd3 Ac6 7. Ye2?! 
a) 7.28 Agd 8.h3 Bxf3 9. 
EYxf3 Wd4 10. 0-0 Wre5 11. 
Sf WF; 
b) 7. Af4 Wd47!8.De2 YWxb2?! 
9. OF 
7. — Ad4 8. Hea? &F5 9. Yxb7 
&xd3 10. cxd3 Hb8 11. Wed 
@Ac2t—-+ Kuzmin Sukhin 
USSR 1984 
6. — Yxd3 7. &xd3 Ac6 8. Af4 g5 


It is an aggressive attempt to in— 
crease the tension in the position. 
8. — &e6 9. a3 Ad5 10. B 
00-0= 
9. &xgS DAxeS 10. Re4 Kp7 11. 
00 4c4 12. c3 Ad6 13. &F3 h6 
14. &£4 0-0 15. He2 e5 16. Ke3 
&e6 17. &d5+ Ardeleanu — Mara— 
sescu 1992; 


B) 4. d4 &xc3 5. bxc3 


KN 


RAN 


YW 


It is the critical position in which 


Chapter 1 — 1. e4 f6 


lack has to make a decision if it 
brings its c8 bishop out, which may 
pet into trouble later, or similarly to 
the French Defence, it leaves it on 
c8 and begins an attack against the 
weakened white pawn chain without 
delay. 
5. — &f5 
5.— e6 6. &d3 c5 7. £4 
7. Df3!? 
7. — Ac6 8. Df WaS 9. Rd2 
Wa4 10. £e3 c4 11. Re2 Ka3! 
12. &cl? 
12. BbI!? 
12. — Wa5+ Heidenfeld — 
Hecht Nice 1974 


6. De2 e6 7. Ag3 Kg6 8. f4 Dc6 9. 
Rb] Ba5 10. &d3 Wd7 11. 00 
0-0-0 12. f5 exf5 13. Axf5 Ac4 14. 
wept 
Pakkanen — Baburin Helsinki 
1992; 
C) 4. DB Ag4 5. h3 Ah5 
It is risky a little although the move 
&xf3 would also lead to White’s 
benefit. 
6. g4 

6. &6 fxe6 7. g4 Axc3 8. bxc3 KF7 

9. AeSo 
6. — Axc3 

6. — &g6 7. h4 

7. e6!? 


7. — 6 8. Axe4 Bxe4 9. d3 
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&xf 10. Yxf c5 11.c3 Ac6 12. 
Bf4 Be7 13. &p3 Wa57! 14. Bp? 
Bc8? 


“~ » o ANA NN O 


If Ya5 had already happened, 

then Black must have proceeded 

on its way by moving 14. — d4. 
14. —d4 15. 0-0 dxc3 16. bxc3 
xc3 17. Zab] DAd8+ 

15. O-O£ Guidarelli — Krizsany 

Nice 1997; 


7. bxc3 &g6 8.d3e6 9. Re2 c5 
10. 0-0 Ac6 11. HWe2 KRe7 12. Af4 
Wa5= 

Brito — Alburt Hastings 1981; 


D) 4. g3 &xc3 5. dxc3 Ac6 6. £4 
KFS 7. Df €6 8. Re3 Aad 9. SF2 c5 
10. b4 Ac6 11. Bb1 d4F 

Blatny — Bagirov USSR 1984 


4.— &xc3 
4.— Dc6!? 5. &bS 
5. dxc3 


Alekhine Defence 


A) 5. Yxc3 d4=; 
B) 5. bxc3 e6 
5. — c5!? 
6. 4 g3 057. Af3 Wa5 8. c4 Ac6 9. 


&e2 &d7 10. cxd5 exd5 11. 00 
004 


Schumacher — Kluss Porz 1985 
5.— c6 
A) 5. — g6 6. &d3 


6. &f4 2g7 7. h4 h50 Doltnadian 
— Donchev Bulgaria 1978 


6. — Ac6 7. Ye2 &g7 8. £4 0-0 9. 
AB; 
B) 5. — cSIN 6. &f4 
6. &bS5t Ac! 7. c4 e6e 
6. — &F5 7. 0-00 6 8. De2?! Ac6 
9. h4? 
It weakens the light squares and so it 
stops White’s king side attack for a 
long time. 9. &b1!? 
9. — h5! 10. Sb] Wa5 11. Hd2 cA! 
With the plan of the further moves 
b5 and b4. 
12. Dg3 
12. Ad4 Axd4 13. Hxd4 &c5 14. 
Hd2 b5-+ 
12. — £g6 13. Wdl 
With further &e2. 


13. — b5 14. a3 


14. &e2 b4 15. cxb4 Axb4 16. a3 
c3!—+ 


14. — b4! 15. axb4 A&xb4! 16. 
&xc4! 


16. cxb4 Dxb4 17. Hd4 c3 18. 
Exb4 Wxb4 19. &cl Hb8—+ 
16. — dxc4 17. 43 0-0!-+ 
Zakhariev — Stefanopoulos Hania 
1996 
6. Af4 


6. &d2 


This is the more cautious move 
which hinder the c8 bishop to be 
placed properly. 


6. — &f5 


6. — 267. 0-0-0 2g7 & h4 h59. 
We3 Wb6 10. Wd2 AF5= 


7. 0-0-0 e6 8. Yg3 hé 9. h4 Ha5 
10. &b1 b5! 


Black has an obvious plan. It ad— 


Chapter 1 — 1. e4 “f6 


vances its pawns on the queen side 
by making the moves bS and cS, 
then develops the b8 knight and 
starts an ultimate attack against the 
white king by opening the b- or c— 
file. 


11. DB c5 12. h5 Da6 
12. —Ac6 


13. Ah4 &h7?! 14. Wed! b4 15. 
iid2 c4 16. Ag6! Hbs8 


16. — fxg6 17. Wxe6t &d8 18. 
kgstl+— 
With further 2d5 


17. Hh3 


lt makes an attempt to attack the 
opponent’s king (along the f-file) 
and to defend its own king (along 
the 3rd rank) at the same time. 


17. Dxh8? b3—+ 
17. — &e7? 


lt takes no notice of the opponent’s 
magnificent tactical opportunities. 


17. — bxc3 18. &xc3 &b4 19. &d4 
Hy8a0 


18. 2xc4!! 


18. — dxc4 


18. — fxg6!? 19. Yxe6 Wb6 20. 
Wxd5 &g8 21. e6 Hc5 Blatny, 
Ftacnik 


19. Yxe4 We5?! 

A) 19. — fxg6? 20. Wc6+ Sf7 21. 
HBt+; 

B) 19. — &xg6!? 

Black might have attached hopes to 
its position in this way. 

20. Wc6t Sf8 21. hxg6 YWb5S 22. 
Wf3 We8!2+ Blatny, Ftacnik 


20. Yxe5+ 
Adams — Agdestein 1994 


Alekhine Defence 


1.6.3.2 — 2. Ac3 d5 3. e5 Ded 4. 
4{\ce2 
1. e4 Af6 2. Ac3 d5 3. &5 Hed 4. 
4\ce2 


White intends to exploit the position 
of the knight penetrated into the 
centre. It takes a lot of troubles to 
Black to save its minor pieces wan— 
dering far away which can be tried 
by three different ways. 


4.— d4 


A) 4. — f6 
It is a quite old move. The essence 
of Black’s system is that it tries to 
attack the white pawn centre which 
will be formed soon and gives its e4 
knight the opportunity to withdraw 
through the g5 point. 
5. d3 

5. Af3 Ac6 

5. —fxe5!? 


6. d3 Ac5 7. d4 De4a 

5. — Ac5 

It is the other way to escape. 
5. — Hg5 6. &xg5 fxg5 Black 
got the advantage of the bishop 
pair, but its position is inferior 
taking its weaknesses on the king 
side into account. 7. h4 


- YO @© fF OD N @ 


White puts its finger on the prob— 
lems in Black’s position. 7. — g4 
It closes the position, but in fact it 
does not help either. 

7. —gxh4 8. Df4t 
8 Af4 g6 9. d4 c5?! 10. dxc5 
4\c6 11. Yxd5 Wa5t 12. c3 £h6 
13. g3 &f5 14. &c4 HFS 15. b4!+ 
Baker — Burgess Bristol 1991 


6. d4! De6?! 


6.— De4 7. f3 Ags 8. Rxg5 fxgs 
9. Yd3+ 


7. f4£ c5?! 


Chapter 1 — 1. e4 Af6 


By exploding the centre Black 
wants to decrease the pressure 
weighing heavily on it. 
7. — f5 8. g4!+ 
K. £5! Axd4 9. Axd4 cxd4 10. e6! g6 
11. Af3 WaSt 
11. — Ac6 12. &d3 Wd6 13. 
0-0+ 
12. &f2 gxfS5 13. Axd4 Wh6 14. 
bS5t &d8 
14.— Ac6 15. Re3 £47 16. Wh5t 
&d8 17. Axc6t+— 
15. Hel Ac6 16. &xc6 bxc6 17. 
e3! c5 18. Ab3 Wxe6 
18. — d4 19. Axc5! Wxc5 20. 
&xd4 with further 21. &xf6t 


19. c4!+ 
‘Tolnai — Karolyi Kecskemét 1990; 


B) 4. — Ac5 

Black does not want to break the 

pawn structure, thus its knight being 

in a tight comer has to withdraw of 

iis own accord. 

5. d4 De6 6. £4 g6 7. Af3 c5 
7. — Dg7 8. g3 Bg4 9. &p2 c6 
10. &e3 c5 11. c3 “FS 12. Wd2 
Wb6 13. 0-0 Ac6 14. &f2 h5 15. 
h3+ Kislov — Griinberg 1991 

%. c3 c4?! 


Ilaving a closed position it is easier 
to get away with it if you lose one or 
{wo tempos, but now an error has 
crept into Black’s calculations. 
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8.— Ac6 9. £e3 £6 10. dxc5 fxe5 
11. fxeS &g7 12. Hb37! 
12. Ded4t 
12. — Da5@ Meister — Kengis 
Belgorod 1989 
9. g4!N 
White would like to enforce its 
positional and space advantages. 


9. — 4p7 10. h3 h5 11. Bgl hxg4 
12. hxg4 &d7?! 13. b3! We8 14. 
bxc4 dxc4 


14. — &xp4 15. Ad2! Keb 16. 
&g2 Wd7 17. Wb3+ Tseitlin,Mi 


15. f5!! gxf5 16. g5 Dab 

16. — e6 17. g6 
17. g6 fxg6 18. Af4t 
Tseitlin,sMi — Bredemeier 1995 


5. c3 


5. AB 


It often occurs that this is a change 
of moves only and the basic position 
come into being after the moves S. 
c3 Ac6 6. Af3. It is found good for 
White, but the opportunities of both 
sides have not entirely been cleared 
up yet. 
5. — Ac6 6. c3!? Bed 
6. — dxc3 7. bxc3+ with the plan 
of further d4 


7. cxd4 &xf3 8. pxf3 Dgs 9. Rg2 
Deb 


9. — Axd4? 10. Wa4t Ac6 11. 


Alekhine Defence 


£4+— 
10. f4 Aexd4 11. Wad! b5 

11. — Wd7 12. Axd4 &xd4 13. 
Wxd7t &xd7 14. &xb7 Hb8 15. 
&e4 f5! By moving the well— 
placed e4 bishop from its place 
and blocking the f4 pawn on a 
dark square it creates good coun— 
terchances. 16. &d3?! g6 17. b3 
&h6 18. &b2 c5 19. Bel Bhc8F 
Forgacs — Fekete Hungary 1998 


12. 8 xb5! Yd7 
12. — Axb5 13. &xc6t Wd7 14. 
&xd7t &xd7 15. a4!4+— 


13. Axd4 Axd4 14. Wxd7t &xd7 
15. &xa8 Ac2t 16. &dl Axal 17. 
&e4 1-0 

Stjagkin — Levin St. Petersburg 
1992 


5.— Dc6 


5. — dxc3 

It might be played in a quick game 
or on a rapid toummament, since 
gaining the knight will result in a 
failure. Thus someone not knowing 
this line can fall into into a trap eas— 
ily in the case of a short time to 
think. 


6. Wa4t 


6. bxc3 “Ac5 7.d4 Acaé6 8. Af4 e6 
9. AfP3 c5 10. &d3 cxd4 11. cxd4 
&d7 12. 0-0 Ab4 13. Re4 Bc60 
Black has a quite bearable posi— 
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tion compared to its early knight 
manoeuvre. Niermann — Bagi— 
rov 1993 


6. — Ad7 7. Wxe4 Ac5 

And now Black has got a winning 
position. 

6. Axd4 


The move 6. “f3 leads to the line 5. 
4\f3 “c6 6. c3 which has already 
been shown earlier. 

6. cxd4 “g5 7. £4 


It is regarded as the best continua— 
tion at the present. 


A) 7. a4 It insists on having the 
extra pawn. 7. — a6 8. f4 De6 9. 
4\f3 b5 10. Yc2 &b7 11. Yc3 £6 
12. d3 &g7 13. Re3 0-0»; 


B) 7. h4 Ae6 8. Af3 Aexd4a 


7. — He6 8. AB HAexd4 9. Aexd4 
“xd4 10. Wa4t Ac6 11. &b5 &d7 


11. — Wd5 12. &c4! Wedt 13. 
Sf2 e6 14. d4 &d7 15. Hel+ 


12. e6! 
It does not let Black get air. 


12. £5?! a6! 13. e6 axb5 14. exd7t 
&xd7 15. Wxb5 Sc8F 


12. — &xe6 


12. — fxe6 13. We4t+ Watson— 
Neil 1994 


13. AeS &d7 14. Axc6 bxc6 15. 
&xc6 e6 16. 0-0 


16. b3! with the plan of further 


Chapter 1 — 1. e4 &f6 


&b2+ 
16. — &e7 17. d4 Bb8 18. f5 exf5 
19. Bxf5 £6? 
19. — 0-0! 20. &xd7 Kb4 21. 
c6 Eb6= 
20. Hd5+ 


Nisipeanu — Bagirov Cuxhaven 
1994 


6. — Axd4 7. Wa4t c6 8 YWxd4 
Wxd4 9. cxd4 


In this opening, which became a 
middle game position without 
queens quickly, White, in spite of 
the extra pawn, has not got a con— 
siderable advantage because of its 
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worse pawn structure. This position 
can be played by both sides with 
good chances. 


9. — Hg5 10. &c4 


10. &d3 De6 11. He2 g6 12. Ke4 
“\c7 13. b3 &h6 14. h4 Be6 15. h5 
£d8 16. &b20 


Hector — Anagnostou 1992 


10. — 2f5N 


10. — Ae6 


It wants to give the c8 bishop a 
place on dS. 


11. Ae2 Ac7 12. a3 


A) 12. @c3 &F5 13. d5 b5 14. 
&b3 b4=; 


B) 12. 0-0 &e6 13. d3 0-0-0 14. 
£4 £5 15. &d2 &d5 16. Bfcl e6F 


12. — &e6 13. d3 &d5q 


11. Ae2 De6 12. d3 Ac7 13. Ag3 
e6 


13. — &g6 14. f4 e6 15. 0-0 
With the plan of furthert f5+ 


14. Re3 Rd5!% 


Sorensen — Bagirov Berlin 1992 


Alekhine Defence 


Chapter 2 
1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 


2.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. g3 


1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 


We have arrived at the systems 
beginning with the move 2. e5 in 
which we are studying the lines first 
which are different from the main 
variations (3. g3; 3. c3 or 3. c4). 


3. g3 


OPT: 


WU ye 
Uy Uy 


It is grandmaster Rozentalis’s 
favourite move which considering 
its strategy is quite similar to the 
position which is formed by the 
moves 1. e4 c5 2. c3 Af6 3. e5 
4\d5 4. g3 in the ‘c3 system’ of the 
Sicilian Defence. 


A) 3. DB d6 4. Bc4 


By moving 4. d4 you can tum into 
the main line as it usually happens. 


4.— c6 
4. — Ab6 5. &b3 d5 
5. —c5!? 6.a4 Dc6 7.a5 c4}o 
6. d4 £g4 7. b3 &xfB 
7. — &h5? 8. e6! fre6 9. g4 Bf7 
10. DeSs 
8 Wxf3 e6 9. 0-0 c5 10. dxc5 
White does not hold the tension 
in the centre any longer but 
sharpens the play instead. 10. — 
&xc5 
10. — 26d7 11. &f4 Dc6 12. 
D3 Bxc5 13. Yg3+ 
11. Wg3 g6! 12. &h6 Ac6 13. 
43 
13.c3 Dd7 14. £a4.a6 15. Bxc6 
bxc6 16. Ad2 £f8!~ 
13. — Ad4! 14. Yd37! 


a) 14. Hadi!? Z2f5 15. Wf 
2xh6 16. De4! White would 
make Black’s situation easier by 
recapturing the knight. 16. — 
2f5 17. Dxc5 We7o Bagi- 
rov,V; 

b) 14. Bg5 DPS 15. Wi4 Re7 16. 
Sxe7 Wxe7 17. DbS5 0-02 Ba- 
girov,V 


__Chapter 2 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 AdS- 


14. — FS! 15. YbS5¢ Dd7 16. 
&a4 We7!F Kuijf — Bagirov 
1989 

5. Ac3 Axc3 6. bxc3 d5 


It promises an equal position for 
Black. 


7. Re2 &g4 8. Hbl We7 9. d4 e6 10. 
00 d7 11. h3 &xf3 12. &xfB 
00-0 13. Yd3 Ab6 14. Re2 Sb8 
15. &g5 Bc8= 


Speelman-Suba 1978; 

B) 3. &c4?! 

By this move White pledges itself to 
attack the knight too early and gives 
Black the opportunity to build up a 
structure of an entirely different 
kind as it can be seen later. 


3. — Abé6 4. £b3 d5 


Quite differently from the Alekhine 
Defence Black places its d—pawn on 
the d5 square in one move leaving 
the move d6 out, strengthens the e4 
and c4 points and prevents White 
from getting a considerable space 
advantage. 
4.— 5 5. d3 Dc6 6. AFB d5 7. 
exd6 exd6 8. 0-0 &e7 9. c3 Bg4 
10. d4 cxd4 11. cxd4 0-0 12. Ac3 
&f6 13. Re3 Hc8 14. h3 Kh5 15. 
&c2 &g6= Ashley — Yermolin-— 
sky 1993 
5. d4 Ac6 6. c3 BFS 7. He2 €6 8. 
0-0 f6 


Black wants to ease the tension in 
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the centre and insure the opportun— 
ity to play later at the same time. 


9. exf6 YYxf60 
3.— d6 


3.—c6 4. &g2 g6 5.d4 &g7 6. Ae2 


Both Black and White chose an un— 
usual structure. 


6. — d6 7. exd6 Yxd6 8. 0-0 0-0 9. 
c4 “Af6 10. Abc3 AF5 11. h3 h5 12. 
Hel Aa6 13. a3 Had8 14. &£4 Wd7 


The situation of the e2 knight is not 
enviable it would be placed much 
better on f3. 


15. &h2 Ac7 16. Wa4 a6 17. Hadl 
Hfe8 18. Wa5 Ae6 19. Be3 We7= 


Pribyl — Bazant 1996 


4. exd6 cxd6 


A) 4. — exd6 

Black accomplishes a symmetrical 
pawn structure taking less risk, but 
its hopes for a win are diminished as 
well. 


5. Bg? Df6 6. d4 


a) 6. De2 Re7 7.0-0 0-0 8. h3 
d5 9. Af4 c6 10. d3 Abd7 11. 
c4 dxc4 12. dxc4 “c5 13. Ac3 
Y¥/xd1 Black’s aims are obvious. 
14. Bxd1 Ae6 15. Ace2 h6 16. b3 
“xf4 17. &xf4 Bf5 18. Dd4 
&h7= McDonald — Hetey 1996; 
b) 6. Af3 We7t Black’s play is 
rather simple. 7. We2 c6 8. Ac3 


Alekhine Defence 


4\a6= Disconzi da Silva — Lima 
Brazil 1995 
6. — d5 
6. — &e7 7. c4 d5 8. c5 0-0 9. 
“e2 b6 10. cxb6 axb6 11. 0-0 
Bed 12. f3 Ad6 13. Abc3 c6 14. 
&f4 He8 15. b3 Ad7 16. Wd2 
“f8 17. Hael= Rozentalis — 
Miles 1997 
7. Df3 &Ke7 8. 0-0 0-0 9. AeS Abd7 
10. Ac3 c6 11. f4F 
Rozentalis — Apel 1994; 
B) 4. — Yxd6t 
It leads to a difficult position which 
cannot be judged by general princi— 
ples. On the basis of the experiences 
it can be pointed out that to bring the 
queen into play early is favourable 
for White. 
5. &g2 cSN 
5.— e5 6. He2 Ac6 7. 0-0 &g4 
8. h3 &h5 9. Abc3 Axc3 10. 
bxc3 Hd8 11. Bb1 b6 12. Eb5 f6 
13. f4 a6 14. fxeS Axe5 15. Hd5+ 
Rozentalis — Okuniewski 1997 
6. Ae2 Ac6 7. 0-0 &g4 8. h3 £5 
9. Abc3 Axc3 10. bxc3 e5!? 
It is too agressive, all is that comes 
to White’s mill. 
11. £4! exf4 12. g4 £3! 13. &xf3 Ap6 
14. d4 &e7? 15. &f4 Wd7 16. d5 
4a5 17. d6 £48 
17. — &h4 18. Wd5 


18. 2g3!+ 


Certic — Varga,Z Budapest 1995 
5. &g2 Df6 


The knight is needed much more on 
the king side. 


5. — Ab6?! 6. a4 Ac6 7. a5 Ad7 8. 
a6 YWbé0 


6. d4 
6. b3 g6 7. &b2 &g7 8. He2 0-0= 


6. — g6 7. De2 


7. cA &p7 8. Ac3 0-0 9. Age2 Ac6 
10. 0-0 &4 
10. — a6 11. b3 Hb8 12. h3 &d7 
13. d5 Ha5 
13. — Da7 14. £e3 b6 15. a4t 
14. 4d4?! Yc8 It is just a simple 
motif that the queen threatens on 
two places at the same time. 15. 
@h2 b5 16. Bb1 bxc4 17. b4 DAb7 
18. &e3 Dd8 19. Wd2 e5!F 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Dds 


Rozentalis — Hjartarson 1994; 


11. &e3 Wd7 12. f3 Bh3 13.d5 AeS 
14. b3+ 
Rozentalis — Yermolinsky 1993 


7. — &p7 8. 0-0 d5 


Before White would get space by 
moving d5. 


9. h3 0-0 10. Ad2 Ac6 11. c3 eSa 
Rozentalis—Horvath Debrecen 1992 


2.2.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. Ac3 Abb 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. Ac3 


=~ NY @©8 fF A HN @ 


White would like to drive away the 
black knight from the centre without 
moving one of its pawns. The 
exchange on c3, of course, would 
increase White’s chances because of 
its advantage in the advance. 
Among from the other possible 
moves 3. — e6; 3. — c6 or 3. — 
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\b6 the line beginning with 3. — 
e6 gives the sides an equal play, 
while Black takes a considerable 
risk by moving 3. — Ab6. 


3. — Abb 


Black avoids the exchange giving 
White another tempo by this, but the 
latter can even get the win exploit— 
ing its greater chances in the posi— 
tions with an assymetric pawn 
structure which come into being in 
this way. 

A) 3. — e6 

This is the most evident move that 


strengthens the d5 point which is the 
key of Black’s situation. 


4. AB 

4. 2xd5?! White wastes two 
moves to exchange the d5 knight. 
4. — exd5 5.d4 d6 6. Af3 Ac6 7. 
&f4 

7, ag5 Be7 8. Bxe7 Yre7 9. 

BbS Sg4= 
7. — dxe5 & dxe5 &c5 9. Wd2 
“e7 10. 0-0-0 c6 11. Re3 Wb6 
12. &xc5 Yxc5 13. &d3 h6 

13. — 2g4 14. Yf4 
14. Bhel &e6 15. Sb1 0-0-0 16. 
c3£ White stands better a little 
because of its knight appearing 
on the d4 square. Byme — 
Jansson Skopje 1972 


4.— d6 5. d4 dxe5 6. Axe5 Axc3 7. 


Alekhine Defence 


bxc3 Ad7 8. &f4 Be7 9. Rd3 AxeS 
10. &xe5 &£6 


The game is going on in a rather 
customary way; Black is striving for 
the exchange of the minor pieces 
and White has not got much to do 
against it. 


11. We2 &2d7 12.00 &c6 13. f4 
0-0 14. &xf6= 


Andersson — Kraidman Siegen 
1970; 
B) 3. — c6 


It is an old continuation, which is 
played very seldom nowadays and it 
usually leads to White’s advantage. 


4. d4 


4. &c4 “xc3 5. dxc3 d5 6. &d3 
c5 7. R£4 “Ac6 8. Wd2 2247! 


8. — £e6!? 9. Zf3h6 10. h4 
Wd7 11. 0-0-0 0-0-0 12. hel 
26 Kislov 


9. h3 &h5 10. g4 Rg6 11. &6 
Black has a very awkward situa— 
tion. 11. — Wc8 12. exf7¢ &xf7 
13.0-0-0 c4 14. &f1 b5 15. &g2 
Wa6 16. &xd5 0-0-0 17. Axf7 
Exd2 18. Re6t Sb7 19. Bxd2 
White can keep the all black 
forces at a bay by its bishop pair 
and rook. 19. — Ab8 20. &d5t 
c8 21. Af3+ Kislov — Tsarev 
Moscow 1989 


4.— d6 5. Axd5 
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5. £4 &£5 6. Axd5 cxd5 7. AB 
4\c6 8. &d3 Bxd3 9. Wxd3t 
Zaitsev — Westerinen Moscow 
1982 
5. — cxd5 6. exd6 Y/xd6 
Considering the structure of this 
position it looks like the exchange 
variation of the Caro—Kan Defence. 
7. £d3 g6 8.c3 &g7 9. Wf3?! 
It seems to be unnatural. 
9. — f6 10. Yg3 Wxg3 11. hxg3 0-0 
12. Rh6 Ac6 13. Ae2 eS 14. &xg7 
&xg7= 
Richmond — Westerinen Debrecen 
1992 


4. d4 


A) 4. &f3 d6 5. exd6 cxd6 6. d4 g6 
7. a4 a5 8. &g5 &p7 9. Wd2 hé 10. 
&Re3 £247! 

Knowing the subsequent events 


Black should have made the move 
10. — Ac6. 


11. &b5t DA8d7 12. Agl!? h5 
Nothing good will come out of the 
unpleasant situation of the g4 bish— 
op for Black. 


13. h3 &F5 14. Age2 We8 15. b3 
0-0 16. g4 hxg4 17. hxg4 &xg4 18. 
&h6 £h8 19. &xf8 Axf8 20. 0-0-0 
&g7+ 
Kakabadze — Krizsany Budapest 
1992; 


B) 4. a4 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 f6 2. eS Dd5 


White does not give the knight a 
moment’s peace. 

4. — d6 5. a5 “6d7 6. exd6 cxd6 7. 
d4 g6 8. £e3 &g7 9. Wd2 Acé6 10. 
d5 Ace5 11. h3+ 

With White’s positional and space 
advantage. Men — Shabalov Pitts— 
burgh 1994 


4.— d6 


4.— d5 5. a4 e6 
Black is in a difficult situation tak— 
ing its stuck c8 bishop into account. 


6. Yge4 Ac6 7. Af Ab4 8. &g5 
Wd7 9. Hcl a6 10. b3 Wc6 11. &d2 
4d7 12. Re2 Hb6 13. Ag5? 


Being impatient does not end in 
good. 13. 0-O+ 


13. — h6 14. aS Wxa5 15. @xf7 
Sxf7 16. What Se8 17. RhHSt Sd8 
18. WET+ 

Bjomsson — Westerinen 1997 


5. exd6 


A) 5. f4 dxeS 6. fxeS5 &f5 7. 243 
&xd3 

It equalizes the game. 

8. Yxd3 e6 9. Re3 Ac6=; 5. Af g6 


6. h3 &g7 7. R£4 0-0 8. Rd3 “Ac6 9. 
0-0 dxe5 10. dxe5 &e6= 


With mutual chances. Duckstein — 
Wach 1991; 


B) 5. 2f4 g6 6. a4 
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6. £d3?! Be7 7. We2 Ac 8. Af3 
&g4 9. 2b5 White does not real— 
ly know where it should place its 
pieces to. 9. — 0-0 10. &xc6 
bxc6 11. h3 £e6 12. b3 a5 13. a4 
4\d5¥ Black has the opportunity 
of taking the initiative. Kalshian 
— Vaganian Kirokavan 1978 


6. — &g7 7. a5 A6d7 8. Af3 0-0 9. 
&b5 dxe5 10. dxe5 “c5 11. We2 c6 
12. Rc4 Rg4 13.00 Wc8F 

Lenart — Varga,Z 1996 


5. — cxd6 6. h3 g6 7. Af3 2p7 8. 
£g5 0-09. Wd2 2e8 


It averts &h6, which now can be 
answered by £h8. 


10. Re2 Ac6 11. 0-0 AF5 12. Lh6 
&h8 13. d5?! 


This move leads to a sharp struggle 
in which Black’s minor pieces have 
good chances to play. 


Alekhine Defence 


13. Hfel!? 


13. — AaS 14. Ad4 Aac4 15. WF4 
&d7 16. b3 Aa3F 


Baum — Krizsany Kecskemét 1991 


2.2.2 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. Ac3 “Axc3 4. 
dxc3 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. Ac3 Axc3 4. 
dxc3 


- NY Oo fF AA N @ 


Weare already at the fourth move of 
this line and Black only moved with 
one of its knight which is captured, 
in addition. It is true that White did 
not develop its pieces either during 
this time but open ways for them to 
play immediately. If it chooses the 
castle to the queen side its rook gets 
to an open file at onces. On the basis 
of these facts and the experiences of 
the following analyses it can be 
asserted that White’s chances are 


better although there are not straight 
ways to the winning positions. 


4.— d6 


Black attacks White’s passed pawn 
so as to decrease the pressure 
weighing heavily on it by forcing an 
exchange or exchanges on the e5 
point. 


A) 4. — d5 

It is the other important alternative 
but White’s positional benefit is 
obvious in this case as well. 

5. &d3 


5. f4. c5 6. £e3 e6 7. AB Acé6 8. 
&d3 &e7 9. 0O-Ot 


5.—c5 6. f4 
6. &f4?! Placing the pawn on the 
f4 square seems to be better for it 
gives White the chance of the 
further advance along the e-file. 
6. — Ac6 7. AB &g4 8. h3 &xf3 
9. Yxf3 e6= Platonov — Palatnik 
Kiev 1978 


6.— Ac6 7. Af3 &g4 8.h3 &xfB 9. 
Wxf3 e6 10. Yg3 g6 11. &e3 c4 12. 
&e2 De7 13. Wh2 “fs 

Otherwise White can continue by 
the move 14. g4 which causes seri— 
ous problems to Black. 

14, &xa7t 

Nikolic — Orev Kislovodsk 1968; 


B) 4. — 4c6 


Chapter 2 — 1. 4 “f6 2. e5 Ad5 


Black chooses a less elastic setup. 


5. DB e6 6. &f4 Be7 7. &d3 d6 8. 
We2 f5 9. exf6? 


It gives up the centre. 9. O0-0-0!? 
9.— &xf6 10.000 We7F 


Rufenacht — Kradolfer Switzerland 
1984 


5. &c4 


A) 5. &f4 
This move is less effective than 


&c4. 

5.— g6 
5. — Ac6 6. DAf3 dxeS5 It puts an 
end to the tension in the centre 
which was so unpleasant for 
Black. 7. Yxd8t Axd8 8. AxeS 
c6 9.0-0-0 f6 10. Ac4 “f7 11. 
&g3 e5 12. Ad2?! White realises 
a bad plan (12. &d3!?). 12. — g6 
13. &c4 Ad6 14. 2b3 £h6 15. 3 
&f5 16. &b1 0-0-0 17. &f2 Sc7 
18. g4 &c8 19. h3 &f4 20. c4 
“f7¥ Filipowicz — Chekhov 
Warsaw 1990; 


6. We2 &g7 7.0-0-0 0-0 8. h4 Ac6 
9. exd6 cxd6 10. hS Wa5 11. hxg6 
hxg6 12. a3 &e6 13. g3+ 


Filipowicz — Jansa Zinnowitz 
1971; 


B) 5. AB 


It is not a too dangerous move 
either. 
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5. —dxe5 
Having the queens this position 
would cause much more troubles to 
Black. 
5. — Ac6 6. &b5 
6. exd6 Yxd6= 
6. — &d7 7. Ye2 White can trust 
in the tactical complications. 
7. Bf4 dxe5 8. &xc6 &xc6 9. 
SxeS Wxdlf 10. Bxd1 £xf3 11. 
Exf3 cOF 
7. —a6 8. &xc6 &xc6 9. Af4 e6 
10. 0-0-0 After this a double— 
edged fight begins. 10. — &e7 
10. — &xf3 11. Wxf3 d5 12. c4 
c6= Blatny,P 
11. exd6 cxd6 12. h4 0-0 13. Sbl 
Hc8 14. &e50 Seferian — Nes— 
terov 1994 
6. Yxd8t &xd8 7. AxeS Se8 
By choosing this plain line the posi— 
tion can be regarded as an equal one. 
8. Re3 


8. Ac4 f6 9. 2d3 Ac6 10. Kf4 e5 
11. Rg3 Reb 12. f4 e4 13. Re2 f5 
14. 0-0-0 &e7 15. Ae3 Hd8 16. 
&f2 EBxdlt 17. Bxd1 £d6 18. g3 
g6= Bitman — Freisler 1992 


8. — Ad7 9. DF e5 10. 0-0-0 £6 
11. Ad2 &c5= 


Listengarten — Bagirov USSR 
1974 


5. — e6 


Alekhine Defence 


A) 5. — 2c6 6. Af3 dxe5 7. YWxd8t 
White does not avoid the exchanges, 
but by making the position simpler 
it can only count on getting a draw. 


7. We2?! Black has well-founded 
hopes to beat the attack off and 
keep its extra pawn. 7. — f6 8. 
&h6 
8. Dh4 g6 9. f4 exf4 10. Axf4 e5 
1]. £e3 2d6 12. 0-0 He7 13. 
£d5 2d8+ Parkanyi — Foga- 
rasi Zalakaros 1991 
8.— e6 9. Hdl We7 10. Re3 WET 
11. Dh4 There is only one way 
for White to open the position. 
11.— g6 12. 0-0 £d6 13. f4 exf4 
14. &xf4 &xf4 15. Bxf4 0-0= Mc 
Donald — Sutter Zug 1991 


7. — Dxd8 8. DxeS f6 


8. — Re6 9. Re3 g6 10. RST c6 
11. Re2 Ke7 12. Ad3 c4 13. 
&d4 De6 14. &xg7 Dxg7 15. 
0-0-0 0-0-O0= Kakabadze — 
Sergeev Moscow 1991 


9. DB e5 10. Re3 KRe6 11. Axe6 
4\xe6 12. Hdl &d6 13. 0-0 0-0= 


Macs — Niemand 1993; 


B) 5.—c6 6. &f4 d5 


Black has the same strategic plan as 
in the case of 4. —d5. 


7. &d3 g6 8.h4 &g7 
8. — h5? 9. Hh3+ 


9. We2 
9. h5 Wc7 10. We2 Ad7 11. AFB 
“Ac5= 
9. — a6 10. h5 
To capture the knight on a6 is good 
for Black. 


10. — Ac5 11. 0-0-0 Axd3t 12. 
Bxd3 Wa5 13. a3 25 14. Hd2 gxh5 
15. Wxh5 £g6 16. Wh4t 


Hiibner — Hammer Luzem 1978 


6. Af3 Dc6 7. We2 Le7 


=—=-= NYO OD fF Oo ODN @ 


7. — dxe5 


It leads to the simplifications which 
are advantegous for White. 


8 AxeS AxeS 9. YxeS Wd6 10. 
We2 &d7 11.0-0c5 12. &g5 We7 
13. Bfel &d6 14. WhS 0-0 15. 
He4t 


Herzog — Bilek Baden Baden 1980 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 


8. £f4 0-0 9. 0-0-0 d5 10. h4 


White is striving to sharpen the 
play. 


10. — f6 11. &d3 fxe5 12. 293 h6 
13. AxeS Axe5 14. &xe5 Axh4 15. 
f4 216 16. Yg4+ 


Cvetkovic — Marangunic Yugos— 
lavia 1970 


2.2.3 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. Ac3 “Axc3 4. 
bxc3 


1. 04 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. Ac3 Axc3 4. 
bxc3 


White’s aim of recapturing the 
knight by the b—pawn is not to sur— 
render the centre to Black, even it 
tries to reinforce it by bringing in 
another pawn. In these line there is a 
lot of finesse thus playing them 
either White or Black you need the 
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ability of right appreciation of the 
positions and knowing the laws of 
tactics. 


4.— d6 


White has a plan to take control over 
the centre and then start an attack by 
its pieces on the king side. Black 
tries to equalize this advantage in 
the centre in time by moving d6. 


A) 4. —d5 


At present White can choose 
between several continuations. 


5. £a3 


White occupies the very important 
a3-f8 diagonal, since the exchang— 
ing the bishops moving along dark 
squares is for White’s benefit. 


a) 5. f4 By putting the move d4 
off White can possibly get the 
chance to attack by c4, but it does 
not cause difficult problems to 
Black. 5. — c5 6. Af3 Ac6 7. 
Re2 &p4 
7. —e6 8. d4 &e7 9. 0-0 £d7 
10. &h1 YWe7 11.04 dxc4 12. d5 
exd5 13. Wxd5 £e6 14. Wed 
0-0-0 15. 2xc4 Dd4 16. Bxeb6t 
fxe6 Zotkin — Safarov Moscow 
1984 
8. Hb] Hb8 9. 0-0 e6 10. c4 dxc4 
11. h3 &h5?! The simple move 
&xf3 deserves paying more 
attention. 


Alekhine Defence 


11. — &xf3 12. &xf3 YWd7 13. 
We2 b5 14. Be4 Dd4 15. Wh 
&e7 16. c3 2c6 17. YW Dd8 
18. Edi] We7 19. d3 cxd3 20. 
Wxd3 c4 21. 9/3 0-0 22. Be3F 
Duckstein — Holzl Austria 1989 


12. g4 A difficult position came 
into being with mutual chances. 
12. — &g6 13. &xc4 h5 14. d3 
hxg4 15. hxg4 4d4 16. c3 Axf3t 
17. Yxf3 Wh4 18. Bb2+ Upton 
— Dunworth Swansea 1987; 


b) 5. d4 White would like to keep 
the centre closed and attach hopes 
to the king side attack. 5. —c5 6. 
Af3 Ac6 7. Hbl1 


7. Ad3 Bg4 8.h3 Bxf3 9. Yxf3 
e€6 10. Bb] We7a 


7. — c4 8. g3 Wc7 9. Re2 Kg4 
10. h3 &xf3 11. Yxf3 e6 12.0-0 
0-0-0 13.h4 h5 14. &g5 Hd7 15. 
a4 Se7 16. Yxf7 &xg5 17. Yxe6 
Ad8 18. WS Ad2 19. &h3 Hh6 
20. Bfd1 &xc3 21. Wf3+ Arkell 
— Bryson Edinburgh 1988; 


5.— 4d7 
5. — &f5 6. AB Ad7 7. Ad4 e6 
8. &xf8 Axf8 9. Bb1+t Tal — 
Eversole Chicago 1988 


6. Af3 Abb 7. d4 &e4 8.h3 Kxf3 9. 
Wxf3 Wd7 10. Hbl e6 11. &xf8 
&xf8 12. &d3 Sg8 13. 0-O+ Zaitsev 
— Laketic 1992; 
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B) 4. — 5 


It begins the fight against the d4 
square of great importance. 


5. £4 Dc6 


5. — b6?! 6. Af3 Kb7 7. d4 €6 8. 
&d3 g6 Black chooses a disad— 
vantageous setup. 9. 0-0 d6 10. 
AbS5t &c6 11. &xc6t Axc6 12. 
dS! exdS 13. AgS He7 14. f5 
dxeS 15. fxg6 Axg6 16. Axf7+ 
Vorotnikoy — Yermolinski 
USSR 1978 


.d4!2 d5 7. AB &p4 


7. — &f5 8. 2d3 &xd3 9. Yxd3! 
With the plan of further 10. f5 or 
10. 0-0 Yudasin,L 


. Re2 e6 


8. — a5?! 9. 0-0! Yxc3 10. 
&d2 Wa3 11. Hbl!s With dan— 
gerous threats. 


9. 0-0 £e7 10. h3 &h5 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 


10. — &f5 11. &d3! 


11. Bb1! Wc7 12. Re3 


12. a4 &xfB 13. &xf38 With fur— 
ther 13. — cxd4 14. cxd4 Axd4 
15. Yxd4 &c5 Yudasin,L 


12. —c4!? 


12. — cxd4 13. cxd4 Ab4? 14. 
c3! and when it is going on by 14. 
— Wxc3? then 15. Wa4t with 
further &d2+-. 


13. g4! 
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White has the advantage in all lines. 
13. — &g6 14. Del! £67! 15. f5! 
&f7 

15. — exf5? 16. gxf5 &f7 17. e6+ 


16. exf6 gxf6?! 17. fxe6 &xe6 18. 
4g2! 0-0-0 

18. — h5 19. gxh5 with the plan 
of the further move &g4+ 
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19. Af4 £7 20. 2£3 Was 21. Wd2 
&b8 22. hl da8 23. Lf2! Bhe8!? 
24. Bp?! a6 25, Bp3!+ 


Yudasin — Ehlvest Biel 1993; 


C) 4. —b67! 5. WEB! Dc6 6. e6!> 
The awkward situation of the black 
king and White’s active position are 
enough compensation for the sacri— 
ficed pawn. 


5. f4 
5. AB 


It is a less energetic move but White 
chances seem to be better a little this 
time as well. 


5. — £f5? 
5. — dxe5 If White is not cau— 
tious the position can become 
simpler quickly. 6. AxeS Ad7 7. 
“£3 e6 8. d4 b6? It is an inaccu— 
rate move. (8. —c5) 9. &b5! &d6 


9. —#b7 10. De5 
10. &g5 £6 11. Rd2 Rb7 12. We2 
We7 13. 0-0 a6?! 
13. —O~-0 14. a4 with further 
15. £06 


14. &d3 e5?! 15. Hael 0-0 16. 
“\h4 White has already have a 
decisive positional advantage. 
16. — Yf7 


16. — g6 17. £h6 Bfe8 18. 
We 4+ 


Alekhine Defence 


17. We4 e4 18. Af5! We6 19. 
&c4t! 
19. Yxg6 hxg6 20. Axd6 cxd6 
21. Bxe4 Bxed4 22. Bxed4+ 


19. — &h8 20. Yxg6 hxg6 21. 
##e3! Hausner — Pribyl 1993 


6. Ad4 &c8 7. exd6 cxd6 8. WH a6 
9. &c4 e6 10. 0-0 Wf6 11. Hel 
11. Wxf6 gxf6t With a slightly 
advantageous position. 


11. — WxfB 12. Axf38 Se7 13. a4 
d5= 

Beblik — Sperr 1988 

5.— c6 


A) 5. — dxe5 6. fxeS Wd5 


ay x 
MAM 
Vi 


Y 
a 


Za 


It is an interesting line by bringing 
the queen into play early. 


6.— c5 7. Af3 Ach 8. Re2 Re4 
9.0-0 2 
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7.d4c5 8. AfB Ac6 9. Re2 Kge4 10. 
0-0 cxd4 11. cxd4 e6 12. Kb] Wd7 
13. AgS &xe2 14. Wxe2 Re7 15. c3 
&xg5 16. &xg5 h6 17. &cl 
The bishop plays a more important 
role on the a3—f8 diagonal. 


17. — Be7 18. WRB Ad5 19. c4 Ab6 
20. c5 “Ad5 21. c6 bxc6 22. Ra3+ 


White has sacrificed a pawn and got 
the opportunity of the attack against 
the black king stuck in the middle. 
Tal — Podgaets USSR 1970; 


B) 5. — g6 
Black intends to put further pressure 
on the centre by this bishop from the 
g7 square. 
6. AP Kg7 7. d4 0-0 8. &d3 
8. &c4 Ac6 9. 0-0 a5 10. &d3 
c5 11. We2 b6= 
8.— c5 
It leads to a double-edged position. 


9. &e3 Wc7 10. 0-0 d5 11. Wel 
{a6 12. &xa6 bxa6 13. dxc5 &f5 
14. We2 Wc8 15. Hab] h6 16. 2b3 
£6 17. &d4t 


Kogan — Mazi 1997; 


C) 5. — c5 6. AfB Ac6 7. &c4 e6 
8. 0-0 &e7 9. d4 Wc7! 10. exd6 
Wxd6= 


6. Af3 dxe5 7. fxeS5 Wd5 8. d4 24 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 


9. Re2 e6 10. 0-0 


The sides have similar chances to 
those in the game Tal — Podgaets. 


10. — &e7 11. Dg5 Axe2 12. Yxe2 
0-0 13. Wh5 


13. We4 Hae8 14. Ded Gh8 15. 
&g5 h6 16. Re3= Micheli — Skal— 
kotas Skopje 1972 


13. — Axg5 14. Wxg5 Wed 15. 2a3 
Lfds 16. Xf2 Ha7= 


Bilek — Larsen 1967 


2.3.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Abé6 4. b3 
1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Ab6 


We got to a position by this move 
which occurs very often playing 
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against the Alekhine Defence. 


" 


Here White nearly always pursuits 
on the black knight by moving cS, 
but in this part we are dealing with 
White’s other opportunities. 


4. b3 


Taking the aspects of strategy into 
consideration it is a logical move. 
The bishop gets to the long diagonal 
al-h8, and not being hindered by 
the f6 knight it can play much more 
effectively. 


4. Dc3 


It is a very interesting continuation 
which is played seldom in the tour— 
nament practice. Black can go back 
to the main lines by moving d6 in 
most cases, but let us see what else 
possibilies it has. 


Alekhine Defence 


4.—c5 
The line 4. — d6 5. exd6 cxd6 6. d4 
“c6 7. Af3 &g4 tums over to the 
main variations B04/B0S. 
5. AB 
5. d4?! It is not so effective here 
as in the basic game. 5. — cxd4 
6. Wxd4 Ac6 7. We4 c6 8. AB 
d5 9. exd6 &xd6 10. &e3 We7 
11. Hdl &b4 12. Wc2 00 13. 
Re2 &d7 14.00 &c5 15. Rclt 
Hargens — Paulsen 1994 
5. — Bc6 6. d4! cxd4 7. Axd4 
“xe5? 
As it is proved by the given game it 
is a fault to accept the sacrificed 
pawn. 
7. — d6 8. exd6 Yxd6 9. Acb5 
WeSt 10. Re3 Rd7 
10. — @xd4 11. Yxd4+ 
11. Df3!2? Wb8 12. Re2+ White 
preceeded Black in the advance. 


8.c5! 

It is the point of the sacrifice. 

8. — Abc4 9. f4 Axb2 10. Axb2 
e611. &c4 

White gets a decisive advantage. 


11.— e6 
It does not help Black either. 
11. — @xf4 Black takes another 


pawn which makes Whites attack 
fatal. 12. 0-0 e5 13. Wh5!! Yf6 
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A) 13. —Dxh5 14. Bof? &e7 
15. Dd 5#; 

B) 13. — We7 14. Bxf4 exf4 15. 
&d5+- 


14. Bxf4 Wxf4 15. Ads We 16. 
Aft! gxf6 17. Wxf7t Sd8 18. 
Ae6t! dxe6 19. Hdl t+— Blatny,P 


12. g3 &xc5 13. Af3 0-0 14. Yd3 
d5 15. &b3 &d7 16. 0-0-0 Hc8 17. 
bl 

With the intention of the further 
move f5, while in case of 17. — f5 
18. @xd5!+— Lopez Sanchez — 
Barrera 1992 


4.— d6 


A) 4. — g6 

It is a good move which offsets 
White’s bishop which will be placed 
on the long diagonal. 


5. &b2 


5. Ac3 d6 6. exd6 cxd6 7. &b2 
g7 8. Re2 Ac6 9. Af3 Kg4 10. 
d4 d5 11. c5 Ac8 12. h3 &xf3 13. 
&xf3 e6 14. De2 0-0 15. Wd2 
b6= It is a position with a com— 
plicated play in which Black’s 
chances are not worse because of 
the weakness of the d4 point. 
Frenkel — Hjorth New York 
1984 


5. — &g7 6. d4 d6 7. f4 0-0 8. Af 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ads 


dxeS 9. fxe5 c5 10. dS &g4 11. 
‘“\bd?2 6 12. dxe6 fxe6 13. Re2 Ac6 


Black got the initiative. 

14. 0-0 ‘d7 15. Bel We7 16. Yb1 
Had8F 

Ja Diaz — Marinkovic 1988; 


B) 4. —c5 5. &b2 d6 6. exd6 Wxd6 
7. AB Ac6 8. Ac3 &ge4 


8. —e5 9. AbS We7!= 
9. Re2 Wd7 10. 0-0 Bd8 11. Ae4 e6 


12. &f6! Bc8 13. AeS AxeS 14. 
&xeS5t 


Groszpeter — Tomaszevki Kecske— 
met 1979 


5. exd6 


A 


5. — exd6 
It leads to a sharp play, but White 
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has slightly better chances. 


6. &b2 d5 7. APB Ac6 8. Re2 d4 
8. — &e6 


9. d3 &e7 10. 0-0 0-0 11. Da3 Af6 
12. Wd2 25?! 


This move is too aggressive. 


12. — &g4? 13. Axd4 &xd4 14. 
&xe4 &xb2 15. Yxb2 Yxd3 16. 
Ab5+ 


13. h3 &F5 14. Ac2 He8 15. Hael 
h6 16. Ah2 £26 17. £4 


Black’s position falls to pieces. 


17. — gxf4 18. Wxf4 &g5 19. YB 
4\d7 20. Ghl AdeS 21. W/F2 He6 22. 
4\xd4+ 


Ljubojevic — Oney Praia de Rocha 
1978 


6. &b2 Ac6 7. Af3 &g4 8. Re2 d5 
9. 0-0 e6 10. AeS 


10. d3 We7 11. Ac3 dxc4 12. dxc4 
£d8= 


10. — Axe? 11. Wxe2 AxeS 12. 
A&xe5 dxe4 13. bxc4 Hc8 14. d3 
S\d7= 


White’s worse pawn structure is 
compensated by the fact that Black 
fell behind with the development. 
Rigo — Posch 1997 


Alekhine Defence 


2.3.2 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Ab6 4. c5 
Ad5 5. Ac3 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Abé 4. c5 
“d5 

White main purpose is to put pres— 
sure on the centre by its advanced 
pawns and prevent Black from 
developing its pieces in an untrou— 
bled way. In returm for it Black will 
be made up for by a pawn chain 
which can usually be attacked in the 
Alekhine Defence. First we taking 
those systems, one after the other, in 
which White did not make the move 
&c4 at the very beginning of the 
opening. 


5. Ac3 


Y, 


Za 
Y 
ma 


This move makes Black choose if 
it exchanges the knights on c3 
destroying the white pawn structure 
on, or reinforces the d5 point begin— 
ning its advance at the same time. 
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The latter one can rather be recom— 
mended to be chosen. 
5. d4 
It leaves the knight alone, so Black 
starts a counterplay at once in the 
centre. 
5. — d6 
5. —b6 6. cxb6 axb6 7. &c4 e6 8. 
Be2t 
6. cxd6 exd6 7. Yb3 


White has slightly better chances 
with initiative. 
7. DB Ke7 8. Ac3 dxe5 9. Axe5 
&e6 10. 2d3 Ad7= 
7. — dxe5 8. &c4 c6 9. dxeS &b4+ 
10. &d2 We7 11. AB &xd2+ 12. 
&bxd2 Af4 13. 0-0 0-0 14. We3 
4g6 15. Bfel Ad7 16. e6 fxe6 17. 
&xe6+ Gh8 18. Ac4t 
Macievic — Zelcic 1991 


5.— e6 
It is the most logical move. 
A) 5. — &xc3 6. bxc3 
This recapture is considerably less 
frequent since the move 6. — d6 
gives Black an equal play. 
6. dxc3 Although White’s pawn 
structure is not enviable, Black 
lags behind in the advance so it 
has to make arrangements for a 
long defence. 6. — e6 
6. —2c6 7. Df3 e6 


7. — £6 8. &c4 £97 9. &f4 


8. Be3 b6 9. Had &xc5 10. 
&xc5 bxc5 11. 0-0-0 It brings a 
complicated play with mutual 
chances. 11. — f6 12. &b5 
@xe5 13. Hhel 0-0 14. 2xe5 
feeS 15. &xd7 Ye5f 16. Sb1 
Sxd7 17. Yxd7 We6t 18. Sal 
2xf2+ Capello — Bagirov Tunis 
1979 
7. We4 h5 8. We3 26 9. &g5 
White getting some space advan— 
tage has a free position. 9. — 
&e7 10. Df b6 11. cxb6 axb6 
12. &d3 &b7 13. &xe7 Wxe7 14. 
0-0 h4 15. Wf4 &xf 16. xB 
4c6 17. &bS We5 18. &xc6 
Yxc6 19. Wf6 BhS 20. h3= 
Thorhallsson — Hijartarson 1997 
6. — d6 7. cxd6 exd6 8. Af3 Acé6 9. 
exd6 
9. &b5 &d7 10. We2 AxeS 11. 
“xe5 dxeS 12. YxeS5t We7 13. 
&xd7t &xd7 14. Wxe7t &xe7F 
9, —&xd6 10. d4 &f5 11. &d3 De7 
12. 0-0 0-0 13. &ps Wc8 14. Bel 
4\g6 15. Ah4= Mueller — Appel 
1988; 


B) 5.— c6 
Black has a solid defence. 
6. Axd5 

6. &c4 d6 7. cxd6 


7. ¥¥b3 White gets the chance of 
a powerful attack. 7. — 2d7 8. 
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@xd5 A2xcS 9. DAc7# YWrxe7 10. 
Lxf7t &d8 11. Ye3 d5 12. d4 
Deba Sveshnikov — Neckar 
1992 
7. — exd6 8. exd6 “@xc3 9. dxc3 
&xd6 10. He2t We7 11. Yxe7t 
&xe7 12. £e3 Baumgartner — 
Yevdokimov 1990 
6. — cxd5 7. d4 Ac6 8 AF b6 
9. &d2 bxc5 10. dxc5 Hb8 11. Wad 
We7 12. &c3 e6 
Black made its position solid satis— 
factorily. 
13. &d3 
13. b4 d4! 
13. — &xc5 14. We4 g6 15. 0-0 
&b4 16. Wg5 &xc3 17. bxc3 d6F 
Bernard — Neckar 1981 


6. d4 


A) 6. Axd5 exd5 

As it has been proved by the prac— 
tice this setup is well-founded 
positionally, Black can hold the 
balance. 

7. d4 d6 


7. — b6 8. &e3 bxc5 9. dxc5 c6 
10. &d3 Aa6= 

8. cxd6 cxd6 9. A Ac6 
9. — dxe5?! 10. dxe5 &b4t 11. 
&d2 Wa5 12. &xb4 Yxb4t 13. 
Wd2 Wxd2t 14. &xd2 0-0 15. 
Becl+ 

10. &e2 


Alekhine Defence 


10. &d3 dxe5 11. Axe5 Kb4F 12. 
&d2 Wa5 13. Axc6 bxc6 14. a3 
&xd2t 15. Wxd2 Wxd2t 16. 
&xd2 a5 17. Hhcel &d7 18. Hc5 
$d6 19. a4 &d7 20. &c3 Hhbs= 
Hodgson — Oll Sevilla 1992 

10. — dxe5 


This move makes the position sim— 
pler. 

11. dxe5 &b4t 12. 2d2 Wa5 13. a3 
&xd2t 14. Wxd2 Yxd2t 15. &xd2 
Rp4=; 

B) 6. Yg4 

It proves to be premature. 

6. — d6 7. cxd6 cxd6 8. exd6 Af6 
6. — Axc3 

Black is ending the tension around 
its dS knight. 

6. — b6 7. Axd5 exd5 8. Af3 c6 9. 
b4 a5 10. Rg5 Re7 11. &xe7 Wxe7 
12. a3 


Lad ek 


Ve 


GY 
we 


- NO © FF} OA DO N DW 


White puts an unpleasant pressure 
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on its opponent’s queen side. 


12. — &a6 13. &xa6 “Axa6 14. 0-0 
0-0 15. cxb6 axb4 16. a4 c5 17. 
dxc5 Y/xc5 18. a5?! 


18. Wd4!? 


18. — Ab8 19. Wel Bxa5 20. Bxa5 
Wxa5F 

Frank — Krizsany Balatonberény 
1993 


7. bxc3 

It is a flexible position which gives 
White the opportunities to accom— 
plish several different plans. 


7.— b6 
Black continues consistently. 


7. — d6?! 8. cxd6 cxd6 9. f4 Ac6 
10. AB dS 11. Rd3 AaS 12. 0-0 
Be7 13. Dgs g6 14. Ra3 Ad7 15. 
Wel Bc8 16. 8 Ac4t 


Sveshnikov — Bagirov 1992 

8. Yg4 

This move leads to a complicated 

play. 

8. cxb6 axb6 9. We4 
9. Af3 &b7 10. 2d3 d6 11. 0-0 
&e7 12. Hel Ad7 13. &c2 Bad 
14. Ad2 dxe5 15. Ac4 Ba7 16. 
4xe5 Dxe5 17. BxeS RF6 18. 
Hel Wa8 19. f3 0-0 20. &f4t 
Sveshnikov Morozevich 
Alushta 1994 


9. — c5 10. dxcS Yc7 11. AB Dab 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 Af 2. e5 Dds 


12. &xa6 


White has serious problems in con— 
nection with its castling. 


12. — &xa6 13. 23 Axc5S 14. 
&xc5 WxcS 15. 8b4 Wd5 16. Bdl 
Wxa2 17. Ad2 2d3 18. f3 Wa4 19. 
Wxa4 Bxa4 20. &f2 Se7F 

Lein — Zelcic Belgrade 1988 


8. — bxc5?! 


It is unnecessary to make the events 
hurry in this way. 


8. — f5 9. exf6 Yxf6 10. &d3 bxc5 
11. AB Ac6 12. 0-0% 
Ings — Baier 1978 


9. &g5 2e710. Axe7 Wxe7 11. 
Wxe7 Hf 12. Df3 cxd4 13. Re2 £6 
14. Yg3 d3 15. &xd3 f5 16. Bb1 
a6 17. Ad4 DAc5 18. WB c6 19. 
00+ 


Sveshnikov — Basagic 1997 


2.3.3 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Ab6 4. c5 
Ad5 5. 2c4 


1. 04 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Ab6 4. c5 
Ad5 5. 24 


White’s manner of playing is quite 
similar to that which is followed in 
the system beginning with 5. 4c3, 
that is, it gives up the dS square and 
then it attacks it by pieces later. A 
sharp play and great number of tac— 
tical opportunities are typical of 
most lines of the system. 


5. — e6 6. Ac3 


It is a pawn sacrifice which, in the 
case of being accepted, gives White 
a dangerous initiative. 


A) 6. d4 
It introduces a more quiet play than 
the move of the main line. 


6. — b6 


Alekhine Defence 


The line 6. — d6 7. cxd6 cxd6 tums 
into the Sicilian Defence. 


7. 


cxb6 


7. Wg4 It is an energetic move 
which also makes an attack on the 
g7 point indirectly. 7. — bxcS 8. 
&xd5 exd5 9. &e5 Re7 10. Rxe7 
Wxe7 11. Wxg7 Wf 12. Wf 
cxd4 13. De2 Wb4t 14. Abc30 


Langschmidt — Zeh 1988 
. — axb6 


7. — &xb6 It is less convincing 
but it can be played. 8. &d3 d5 9. 
exd6 cxd6 10. Af3 2b7 11. 0-0 
KRe7 12. Ac3 0-0 13. b4! D8d7 
14. a4 Bc8 15. DAbS a6 16. Da3 
@d5 17. Rd2 Ac3 18. &xc3 
&xc3+ Kruglov — Pushkin 1992 


8. Ac3 

This move does not cause Black 
much trouble as it can choose from 
among several saticfactory lines. 


8. “f3 It leads to an approxi— 

mately equal position. 8. — &a6 
8. — £e7 9. 0-0 W-0 10. Ac3 
Lb7 11. 2d3 d6 12. &b1 Dd7 
13. De4 dxe5 14. dxeS5 Ac5 15. 
Qxc5 Bxc5 16. Ags g6 17. 
4xh7 It is not a complicated 
piece sacrifice which is suffi- 
cient for getting a draw. 17. — 
Sxh7 18. Whst &e8 19. Axg6 
fcg6 20. Wxg6t Sh8 4-4 To- 
r6k — Baburin Budapest 1992 
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9. Abd2 

9. Bxa6 Bb4} 10. 2d2 &xd2t 
11. Dbxd2 Bxa6 12. 0-0 Ac6 
13. a3 0-0 14. De4 fS 15. exf6 
exf6 16. Wd2 We8 17. Bc3 
2ce7 18. Axd5 Axd 5+ By hav- 
ing a knight with a foothold in 
the centre and a better pawn 
structure Black got the advan— 
tage. Gonzales,M — Marovic 
Spain 1977 


9. — &e7 10. 0-0 0-0 11. He2 


11. Zel d6 12. £b3 Ad7 13. 
“£0c4 Kuksov — Baburin USSR 
1986 


11. — W812. Ded Ac6 13. 
Regs &xc4 14. Bxc4 Wa6 15. 
Wel Wd3 


Black is trying to exploit the 
weakness of the light squares in 
the White’s position. 16. &xe7 


Chapter 2 — 1. e4 f6 2. e5 Ad5 


“dxe7 17. Wd Ags 18. We3F 
Ruck,R — Krizsany Gyér 1991; 
8.— Axc3 

8. — &b7 9. &xd5 exd5 10. &d3 
d6 11. He2 dxe5 12. dxeS “Ad7 
13. e67! fxe6 14. Af4 &b4t 15. 
fl We 16. We2 e5+ Rausis— 
Shirov Riga 1986 


9. bxc3 d5 10. &d3 Ra6 11. Rxab 
Exa6s; 


B) 6. Yg4 
It is a premature ‘rushing out’ by the 
queen. 


6. — d6 7. cxd6 cxd6 8. d4 Yc7 9. 
4{\d2 dxe5 10. dxe5 Ad7+F 


6. — Axc3 


A) 6. — c6 
It is a passive move but it can be 
played without problems. 


7. d4 b6 8. cxb6 axb6 9. Age2 Ke7 
10. 0-0 0-0 11. f4 £5 12. exf6 Axf6 
13. &b3 Da6 14. f5 d5 15. fxe6 
&xe6 16. ReS5 Wd7 17. Wd2 &F5 
18. a3 Ac7= 


Jonkman — Lukasiewicz 1993 


B) 6. — &xc5 

It chooses the advance instead of 
gaining a pawn. Here White has four 
different possibilities to continue. 


7. d4 


a) 7. Yg4 It is an aggressive and 
premature attacking move which, 
as it happened so many times 
earlier, does not result in getting 
the advantage. 7. — 0-0 8. “f3 f5 
9. Yg3 Ab4 10. 0-0 Ac?2 11. Bb1 
4\c6 12. d3 A2d4 13. Axd4 &xd4 
14. &£4 a6+ Bagirov; 


b) 7. Axd5 exd5 8. &xd5 d6 9. d4 
&b4t 10. Sfl dxe5=; 


c) 7. &xd5 exd5 8. d4 &b4 9. 
We4 &f8 Although Black cannot 
take the advantage of castling any 
longer, but having an extra pawn, 
it gets an adequate compensation 
in return for it. 10. Af3 dé 11. 
Wg3 Ac6 12. 0-0 &xc3F 


12. — £e60 


7.— &b4 8. Yg4 Axc3 9. bxc3 
9. a3 &f8! Black beats its oppo— 
nent’s attack off. 10. &g5 h5+ 
9. — &xc3ft 10. Sf1 We7 11. Hb 
f5 12. WhSt g6 13. YdlF 
Sveshnikov — Khmelnitsky 1990; 
C) 6. — Hf4 
It is a tricky move but it leads to 


Black’s disadvantage in the case of 
White’s carefully thought play. 
7. Wf 
a)7. d4 Axg2t 8. efl1 Dh4 9. 
We4F; 


b) 7. 4g4? Wh4 8. Wxh4 Axg2t 
9. &e2 Axh4+F Kristjansson — 


Westerinen 1997 
7. — Dg6 8. d4 Ac6 9. Re3 Ke7 10. 
We2 b6 11. cxb6 axb6 12. f4 &b7 
13. ABE 
Spitz — Solakian 1993 


7. dxe3 Ac6 


It is a fine intermediate move before 
the capturing of the cS pawn, which 
forces White to defend the eS pawn 
by its bishop. 
7. — b6 
It also gives Black a satisfactory 
play. 
8. We4 
8. cxb6 axb6 9. Af3 dS 10. exd6 
cxd6 11. 0-0 &e7 12. Ad4 0-0 
13. f4.d5 14. &d3 &a6= 


8. — Ac6 9. APB Bb7 10. Af4 
bxc5+ 


8. 2f4 &xc5 


8. — Wh4 


This move leads to an extraordinar— 
ily complicated position. It makes 
White move g3 weakening the dia— 
gonal hl—a8 by that, thus the bish— 
op, which now is lying flat on c8, 
can intervene in the play with great 
power on this diagonal later. 


9. g3 We7 10. b4 


10. Af3 Wxc5 11. We2 h6 12. h4 
d5+ 
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10.— g5 11. £e3 AxeS 12. &d4!?N 


12. WhS &p7 13. &xp5 BF6 14. 
&xf6 Yxf6 15. We2 Axc4 16. 
Wxc4 bS! 17. Wd4 Wxd4 18. 
cxd4 &b7 19. f3 aS!F 

12. — &g7 13. Re2 d6 14. cxd6 

cxd6 15. h4 &d7 16. hxg5! 
16. £49! pxf4 17. gxf4 &c6 18. 
Zh3 0-0-0 19. We2 &f6 20. fxeS 
Axh4t 21. &f2 &xf2t 22. Sxf2 
dxeS Baburin,A 

16. — Wxp5 17. BhS We6 18. 

Ah3 ls 

Posch — Baburin Vienna 1995 


9. Ye4 g5 
It is the best answer. 


10. Wxg5 


10. &xg5 Hg8 11. &xd8 Bxg4 12. 
Re2 Exe2F 


10. — WxgS 11. &xgS AxeS 12. 
£6 Dxc4 13. 2xh8 Axb2 14. 2d4 
e715. Bb1 Ac4 


Black has a bishop and two pawns 
for the rook. Its better position is 
provided by its bishop pair and the 
weakness of the light squares in the 
white position. The fight will be 
brought an issue by the light— 
squared black bishop later. 


16. Df3 b6 17. Ad2 &a6 18. Axc4 
Axedt 
Zapolskis — Slavko, 1993 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2.e5 dS 3.d4d6 


Chapter 3 
1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 


3.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. f4 


1. 04 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 


In this and the following parts of the 
present chapter we are examining 
two moves (4. f4 and 4. &c4) which 
are not too popular. To touch upon 
them can be explained by the fact 
that they still occur on different 
tournaments but, that is true, not on 
super—tournaments. But first let us 
see a different Black’s move. 


3. — Ab6 


The essence of Black’s move is to 
make the move d5 and then it tries 
to undermine the centre by the move 
c5. But by this manoeuvre of knight 
Black loses too many tempos that 


gives White the opportunities to 
finish its development quickly and 
to have a lasting initiative. 


4. a4 
4. DP d5 5. Abd2?! It does not 
seem to be the most powerful 
continuation. 


5. Bd3 Bgd 6.h3 Axf3 7. Wrf3 
€6 8. Yg3 c5 9. dxc5 D6d7 10. 
0-0 @xc5 


10. — “Ac6 11. c4 AdxeS 12. 
cxd5 Yxd5 13. &b5 Wxc5 14. 
4\c3_ Ag6 15. We7 A double— 
edged and complicated posi-— 
tion comes about without 
queens. 15. — Yb6 16. W/xb6 
axb6 17. Hdl &c5 18. Ae4das 
Luther — Hoeksema Leeu— 
warden 1992 


11. c4 2c6 12. cxd5 YWrxd5 13. 
LDS De4 14. Bxc6f bxc6 15. 
4/3 White’s queen cannot find 
its ideal place. 15. — &c5 16. 
fei 0-0 17. BxcS5 Axc5 18. 
He3 Bfd8 19. Dc3 Wd4 20. 
HfelF Van Riemsdijk — Van der 
Wal Groningen 1994 


5.— &g4 6. h3 &xf3 7. Wx e6 
8. YWe3 
8. Db3 D6d7 9. Yg3+ 


Alekhine Defence 


8. — c5 9. dxc5 A6d7 10. &e2 
4c6 11. 0-0 Ad4 12. &d3 Axc5 
13. c3 Axd3 14. Wxd3 Ac6 15. 
“\f3= Kristensen — Westerinen 
Nordic Grand Prix 1997; 
.— a5 5. &b5 
5. Af d5 6. £d3 Re4 7. h3 &xf3 
8. Wxf3 e6 9. Wg3 c5 10. dxc5 
6d7 11. Ac3 Ac6 12. AbS 
“dxe5 13. &f4 Black has to face 
up to difficult problems. 13. — f6 
13. — D2xd3f 14. cxd3 Bc8 15. 
Sd6t 
14. 0-0-0 Wd7 15. Re3 Bc8 16. 
&Re2 WE7 17. f4 Ad7 18. Hhel f5 
19. &g]1 Re7 20. &f3+ Benjamin 
—Alburt New York 1990; 


5.— c6 
5. — Ac6 6. Ac3z Petrosian 


6. &d3 d5 7. Bp5 


White’s aim is to keep the centre 
closed and put all its means into 
action to break up Black’s king side. 


7. — g6 8. h4 h6 9. Be3 Bp7 10. 
4d2 Aa6 11. c3 &e6 12. Ah3 Ac4 
13. Yo2 Axe3 14. fxe3 g5? 
14. — 4c7 15. Af4 0-0 16. h5 g5 
17. Axe6 Axe6 18. RH7t Lh8 
19, & £50 


15. hxg5 


Black’s king side is totally weak— 
ened, its pieces cannot co-operate 
So its position cannot be saved. 
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15. — hxg5 16. 0-0-0 &xh3 17. 
Bxh3 Bxh3 18. pxh3 ed7 19. &xa6 
Hxa6 20. WST+ 


Tal — Lutikov Moscow 1969 


4. f4 


White intends to get an advantage in 
the centre or, at least, to control it. 
Black, beyond hindering White’s 
plans mentioned above, is trying to 
tear White’s too advanced pawn 
chain apart in a usual way in the 
Alekhine Defence, and look for 
opportunities to launch a counter— 
attack. 


4. exd6 exd6 


This move introduces a calm, posi— 
tional play with equal chances on 
the whole. 


5. c4 Ab6 6. Ac3 Le7 7. h3 


There is another typical line too, as 
follows: 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 AdS5S 3. d4 d6 


7. Be3 DAc6 8. &d3 0-0 9. Age2 
£24 10.0-0 £f6 11. f3 BhS5 12. 
b3 He8= 
7.— 00 8. AfB &f6 9. Re3 He8 
10. Re2 Be6 11. b3 d5 


White starts a counter—attack in the 
centre without delay. 


12. cS D6d7 13. Hcl Dc6 14. 0-0 
4xc5 15. dxc5 d4 16. Axd4 Axd4 
17. &xd4 Yxd4 18. Wxd4 &xd4 19. 
&BF 

It is indisputable that Black having a 
bishop pair got a minimal position— 
al advantage. Fedorchuk — Ko-— 
niushkov Yalta 1996 


4. — dxe5 
This line is analyzed the most thor— 
oughly. There is another possibility, 
as follows 


4. — 96 5. &c4 


5. Re2 &g7 6. Af 0-0 7. 0-0 c5 
Black demolishes White’s centre 
and gets the initiative. 8. dxc5 
dxe5 9. Axe5 “Ac6 10. Axc6 bxc6 
11. c4 Ab4s With Black’s active 
play. 

5. — &e6 6. &b3 a5 7. c4 Abé6 8. c5 

dxc5 9. &xe6 fxe6 10. dxc5 Yxd1t 

11. &xdl Aa4 12. Re3 Da6?! 


12. — Axb2t 13. Se2 Ac4F 


13. c6 Axb2t 14. Se2 b5 15. Ad2 
Ab4 16. Agf3 Ad5 17. Ad4 Ac3f?! 


Black does not play accurately 
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enough so its benefit gives out 
before long. 


17. — &h6 18. AxbS Bb8s 


18. &f3 Bh6 19. Ae4 Ad5 20. Axeb 
“c4co 

Kupreichik — Agdestein Moscow 
1994 


5. fxe5 
5. dxe5? &f5 
With Black’s decisive initiative. 


6. c4 Ab4 7. Wxd8t Sxd8 8. Da3 
e6+ 

5.— ¢5 

This is the most energetic move. 
Black starts an attack on the d4 
square at once. Other typical lines 
are the following: 

A) 5. — 4c6?! 

It is less convincing. 

6. DB 


6. c3 &f5 7. 2d3 &xd3 8. Wxd3 
Wd7 9. Df 0-0-0 10. 0-0 
Beyond the space disadvantage 
Black has got problems with its 
developing. The simple, natural 
moves are to White’s advantage. 
10. — f6 11. Abd2 Af4 12. We4 
We4 13. g3 g5 14. exf6 exf6 15. 
&h1 f5 16. Ye3 White beats the 
opponent’s attack off. 16. — 4h3 
17. We6t Sb8 18. d5 


18. Dc4 £d6 19. De3+ 
18. — &c5 19. dxc6 ALF 20. 


Alekhine Defence 


Exf2 &xf2 21. &g2+ Tal — 
Yung Moscow 1991 
6. — £g4 7. Re2 c6 8. 00 Ke7 
9. c3 0-0 10. Del &xe2 11. Yxe2 
Wd7 12. Ad2 f6 13. exf6 Axf6 14. 
4\d3 Hae8 15. Ac4t 


Zapata — Kovacevic,V Zenica 
1986; 
B) 5. — £f5?! 


This move is not considered to be 

adequate for Black. 

6. APB c5?7! 
6.— e6 7. £43 &xd3 8. Yxd3 c5 
9. 0-0 h6 10. Ac3 cxd4 11. YbSt 
Wd7 12. Axd5 White will have 
an unambiguous positional ad— 
vantage through the weak d5 
pawn. 12. — exd5 13. Axd4t 
Georgiev,Kr — Fernandez,J Ko— 
motini 1992 


7. &bS5T 
It is a difficult position which is 
desirable for White. 
7. — 2c6 8. c4 Ac7 
8. — Adb4 9. 0-0 cxd4 10. Axd4 
e6 11. Re3+ 
9. &xc6t! bxc6 10. Ac3 e6 11. Had 
Wd7 12. Re3 cxd4 13. Axd4+ 


Kupreichik — Karolyi Dortmund 
1991 


6. Df3 
It is regarded as the best move. 


Beyond this the following lines 
occur on tournaments: 

A) 6. c4? 

It is a wrong move, Black will get 
the material benefit. 


6. — Ab4 7. d5 


7. a3!2 D4c6 8. d5 AxeS 9. ALB 
e6+ 


7.— &£f5 8. Sf2 


8. Da3 e6 9. Yadt Wd7 White 
fully lags behind in the advance. 
10. Yxd7t Axd7 11. AB 


11. dxe6 Dxe5 12. exf7f Bxf7F 


11. — exdS 12. cxd5 “xd5+ Za— 
pata — Tal Subotica 1987 


8. — e6!? 


The White rook will not run away; 
there is no chance to rescue it, for 
Black has dangerous threats. 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 AdS5 3. d4 d6 


9. Ac3 Ac2 10. AF3 Axal 11. &d3 
&xd3 12. Wxd3 Re7 13. Re3 Wb 
14. We2 Ad7 15. Bxal 0-0 16. Zbl 
a6 17. d6 &d8 18. He4 Wc6 19. 
Wd3 5+ 

Georgiev,Kr — Solozhenkin France 
1996; 


B) 6. &bSt?! 

Exchanging the bishops is favour— 
able to Black, who can make the 
game equal fast. 


6. — &d7 7. Rxd7t Yxd7 8. AB 
cxd4 9. YY/xd4 e6 10. 0-0 h6= 


Vitolins — Bagirov USSR 1979 


6. — exd4 7. Hxd4 %c6 8. We4 


It leads to a complicated position 
which promises a difficult and 
hopeful fight for both sides. 


75 


8. &b5?! 
It lets the c8 bishop out. 


8. — &f5 9. Ac3 e6 10. Re5 Ke7 
11. &xe7 Adxe7 12. 0-0-0 0-0 13. 
Wxd8 Hfxd8 14. h3 a6 15. &xc6 
4xc6 16, a3= 


Ankerst — Horvath,Cs Budapest 
1992 


8.— 26 


The main scene of the fight is the 
centre. 


8. — e6 9. c4t 
9. 2c4 Db6 


9. — Adb4 10. &b3 AS 11. He2 
&g7 12. a3t 


10. £b3 


10. e67! 


It is only Black whose activity is 
served by this move. 


10.— f5 11. We2 Axc4 12. Yxc4 
Rg7+ 


10. — &g7 11. 0-0 2f5 12. WF 


12. We2 Ad4! 
It leads to Black’s advantage. 
12. — 0-0 13. Ac3 Wb8 14. Helo 


Kupreichik — Varga,Z Budapest 
1992 


Alekhine Defence 


3.2, — 2. e&5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. &c4 


1. e4 Afé 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. &c4 


The basic thought of the system is to 
bring the queen into play early. This 
fact must not be underestimated in 
the least since Black, in fact, has to 
fight against serious problems. 
Although White’s strategic and tac— 
tical aims can be realized easily 
(attacking the e6 and f7 points 
immediately and exploiting the fre— 
quently weakening dark squares) 
Black has to take stock of the situa— 
tion thoroughly and consider its 
moves before it would make them. 
Black’s plan in general is to de- 
crease the great pressure by trying to 
exchange the bishop placed on the 
b3 square and attacking the e-pawn 
to tie White’s active pieces to the e5 
point reducing their power in this 
way. 


4. — Db6 


4.— c6 

It is a solid move which keeps some 
transitions to the main variations, 
still the move 4. — “b6 is consid— 
ered to be stronger. 


5. Af3 
It is a natural move for the sake of 
the advance, which gives White a 
slight advantage in the case of cor— 
rect play. 
5. We2 dxe5 
5. — &f§ 6. g4?! It is too agg— 
ressive. 6. — e6 7. f4 g6 8. 
Dh3 Wd7 9. Bgl h5 It is a typ— 
ical move of the counter—attack 
in such positions which wipes up 
White's pawn chain. 10. f5 gxf5 
11. gxh5 dxe5 12. dxe5 We7+ 
Gross — Hetey Balatonberény 
1996 
6. dxe5 &f5 7. Af3 e6 8.0-0 &g4 
Black can make the game equal 
in this line as well. 
8. — Bd7! 9. a3 
&h4 “f4 Black takes over the 


initiative. 12. We3 95 13. £93 
&\h5= Gross—Freisler Czechia 
1995 
9. — £e7 10. a2 0-0 11. c4 
25b6 12. Ac3 Ye7= de la Villa 
— Miles Sevilla 1993 


9. Abd2 “Ad7 10. &b3 Ac5= 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 


Mestel — Popov Malta 1980; 

5. — dxe5 

Black tries to equalize the game by 

quick exchanges. 
5. — &g4 6. exd6 exd6 7. 0-0 
Re7 8. Hel 0-0 9. h3 &e6 10. 
&fl Ab6 11. Rf4 A8d7 12. 
“bd2 d5 13. a4 White’s pieces 
placed more actively gives it the 
initiative. 13. — a5 14. c3 Ac8 
15. &d3+ Kengis — Falk Vienna 
1991 

6. Axe5 Ad77. Axd7 &xd7 8. WB 


It does not leave the d7 bishop out. 


8. — e6 9. 0-0 WF6 10. He4 &d6 
11. Ad2 Wg6 12.c3 000 13. 
Yxg6 hxg6 14. h3+ 

Ochoa — Rivas Barcelona 1992 


5. &b3 
5. 67! 


can only be successful if Black 
plays inaccurately. 


5. — Axc4 

5.— fxe6? By capturing the pawn 
Black falls into the first trap. 6. 
&d3 g6 7. Af3 Black has no time 
to arrange its pieces properly. 7. 
— &g7 8. Dg5 0-0 9. Axh7! 
&xh7 10. Wh5t Sg8 11. Wxg6 
“c6 12. Wh7t &f7 13. &g6t 
Sf6 14. Re5t Sxg5 15. Yxg7 
Hg8 16. f4¢ Sg4 17. Wh6t— 


6. exf7t &d7?! 
It leads to wild complications. 
6. — &xf7 This is the right move 
which refutes the gambit. 7. Yf3f 
Se8 8. WhSt g6 9. WbS5t Wd7 
Black gives White the sacrificed 
material back just in the most 
appropriate time. 10. Wxc4 Wg4+ 
Bagirov 
10. — Weof 11. Ye2 Wrxe2f 12. 
Axe2= 


7. We4t e6 8. d5 c6 9. dxe6t &c7 
10. &g5 
10. Yxc4 We7a 


10.— &e7 11. &f4! &f6 12. Ac3 
We7o 


5. — dxe5 


It is the most important variation but 
it is also worth taking other oppor— 


White introduces a gambit which tunities into account as follows. 
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Alekhine Defence 


A) 5. — &£5 6. Wf 

According to the evidence of prac— 
tice White’s initiative is rather 
interim. 


6. — Wc8 7. DAh3 
White cannot count on a consider— 
able advantage, the position coming 
into existence is equal. 
7. Yg3?! c5 8. dxc5 dxc5 9. c3 4 
10. &dl Ac6 


10. — 2ab6!? It has to be taken 
into account too. 


11. Af3 &d3 The d3 bishop is 
dominating. 12. &e3 “d5 13. 
“d4 e6 14. Ad2 Axe3 15. Yxe3 
&c5 16. £a4 0-0 Strikovich — 
Alburt New York 1988 


.— 2c6 
7. — d5 It closes the position 
exploiting the situation of the 
awkwardly placed queen and 
knight. 8. Af4 e6 9.00 c5 10. 3 
4c6 11. £e3 c4 
11. — a5 12. dl Abc4 13. 
Scl cxd4 14. cxd4 Dcb0 


12. &d1 Wd7 13. Dd2 h6 14. 24 
&h7 15. b4 a5! Black is keeping 
the balance. 16. bS “e7 17. a4 
0-0-0= Kengis — Bagirov Yur— 
mala 1987; 


8.c3 e6 9. Ags Ke7 


Black can be satisfied with the 
opening. 
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10. Yg3 Wd7 11. 0-0 dxe5 12. dxe5 
Wd3 13. Af3 000= 
Armason — Alburt Lone Pine 1980; 


B) 5.— a5 

It promises a very sharp play in 
which it is difficult to decide the 
opponent’s chances. 


6. Wf3 e6 7. c3 dxe5 8. dxe5 £d7 9. 
We3 
9. We2 &c6 10. Af a4 11. &c2 
&xf= 
9.— a4 10. &c2 &b5 
White has got some problems 
because of the light squares of its 
position. 
11. &gS Wd5 12. Aa3 D8d7 13. 
Bd1 YWc6 14. AxbS Wxb5 15. AB 
Wxb2 16. Ad45 
Degraeve — Dreev Amheim 1988; 


C) 5. — Dc6 6. €6 


White sacrifices a pawn to hinder 
Black’s advance. 


6. — fxe6 7. Af e5 
It is the correct move. Black has to 
give the pawn back that it can finish 
its advance in return. 
a) 7. — g6 8. Dg5-; 
b) 7. — a5?! 8. Ags Axb3 9. 
axb3 “d5 10. 0-0 White’s bene— 
fit is unquestionable. 10. — g6 
11. Hel #7 12. c4 “\f6 13. He2 
0-0 14. “xc6! Totsky — Mi- 
nasian Moscow 1996 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 


8. dxe5 d5 9. Ac3 Kg4 10. Axd5 e6 
11. Axb6 Yxd1 fF 12. Sxdl axb6 13. 
Bel &xf3 14. gx f3 Axe5= 
Strikovic — Ivanovic Niksic 1991 


6. Wh5 e6 7. dxe5 a5 


=|“ NO ©O8 F&F © DN @ 


It is the most thoroughly analyzed 
variation. 


A) 7. —c5 
It is less convincing. 
8. Ha3 DAc6 9. Af3 Ad4 10. Axd4 


Wxd4 11. 0-0 &d7 12. c3 We4 13. 
&c2 Wc6 14. c4 


White has a considerable positional 
advantage. 

14.— a6 15. Hel Wc7 16. &d2 Ac8 
17. &c3t 

de la Villa — Santo Roman Las 
Palmas 1991; 


B) 7. — Ac6!? 8. Af3 Ad4 
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It makes the sharp position blunt. 


9. Axd4 Y¥xd4 10. 0-0 
10. Ac3 Ad7 11. &xe6 WxeSt 
12. Wxe5 AxeS 13. &xc8 Hxc8 
14. 0-0 f6 “4% Totsky — 
Freisler Czechia 1997 


10. — g6 11. Wf3 &g7 12. &d2 0-0 
13. &£c3 Wh4o 
de la Villa — Oll Pamplona 1992 


8.a4 


It does not let Black get space (in 
contrast to the move a3) but this 
pawn, as it will be seen, is a serious 
weakness in White’s camp at the 
same time. 


8. a3 Dc6 9. Af3 a4 10. Ra2 Ad4 


It is a typical move in such posi-— 
tions, which exchanges the danger— 
ous knight. 


11. Axd4 Wxd4 12. We2 HaS 13. f4 
“&d5 14. c3 Wb6 15. c4 He7 16. 
Re3 Wc6 


16. — c5 17. &c3 AS 18. 
00-0L 
17. Ac3 AfS 18.0-0-0 Axe3 19. 
Wxe3 Re7 20. Yd3 b6o 
Summerscale — Zelcic Cannes 
1997 
8. — Dab 
It is the better move. 
8. — Ac6 9. Af3 Ad4?! 


Alekhine Defence 


It just helps White to be more active. 
9. — 4d7 This move leads to an 
equal position. 10. &g5 &e7 11. 
&xe6 AdxeS 12. AxeS Rxe6= 
Sax — Hazai Hungary 1974 

10. Axd4 Yxd4 11. 0-0 g6 12. Wg5 

&e7 13. Hel Ad7 14. &d2+ 

Kruszynski — Szymcezak Poland 

1978 


9 AB 
9. Ac3 


It is simpler than the move of the 
main line. 


9. — AcS 10. &g5 Re7 11. Hdl 
&d7 12. Af8 Rxg5 13. Axgs We7 
14. 0-0 h6 15. Age4 Axe4 16. Axe4 
&c6 17. Hfel &xe4 18. Hxe4 0-0= 


Although White’s major pieces are 
threatening with an attack, they are 
not dangerous because of White’s 
weaknesses on the back rank and its 
bishop is excluded. Fette — Kahn 
Budapest 1990 


9. — Ac5 
The other possibility also seems to 
be adequate: 
9.— g6 10. Yh3 h6 11. Ac3 
11. &g5 Be7 12. &xe7 Yxe7 13. 
0-0 Ac5= 
11. — A@c5 12. 0-0 Axb3 13. cxb3 
“d5 
White’s attack can only be stopped 
in this way in the centre. 


14. Hdl &g7 15. Yg3 b6 16. AxdS 
exd5S 17. h4 c5 18. hS g5 19. Ah2 
Re6F 
Kotronias — Kakageldyev Manila 
1992 


10. Ags 
10. 2a2 


After accepting of the pawn sacri— 
fice White gets a dangerous initia— 
tive in most cases. 

10. — &d7 11. Ac3 Abxa4 12. RS 


12. Ag5? We7 13. Dxa4 Rxa4 
14, Re3 g6 15. We2 &c6F Black 
can keep the extra pawn without 
any problems. Milosevic — Ba-— 
burin Leukerbad 1992 


12. — Wc8 13. Axa4 Axad 14. 
0-0-0» Adorjan, Florian 


10. — Ye7 11. 0-0 


11. Ac3 g6 12. We2 &g7 13. 0-0 
&d7 14. &a2?! 

White will not get enough compen— 
sation for the sacrificed pawn. 


14. — Abxa4 15. Axa4 Axa4F 
Velikhanli — Loeffler Paris 1996 


11. — &d7 12. Dc3 2.c6 13. Re3 
g6 14. Yh3 Dbd7 15.14 Axb3 16. 
exb3 Y/b4 17. Kacl .#.e7F 
Strikovic — Zelcic Geneva 1991 
To sum up, it can be stated that 
great number of lines are typical of 
this opening in which White gets 
lasting initiative, but the defensive 
side also has equal opportunities. 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 AdS 3. d4 d6 


3.3.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
“\b6 5. exd6 exd6 


1. e4 Df6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
4\b6 5. exd6 exd6 


This move, which otherwise seems 
to be natural, is not too frequent 
nowadays. Usually there are slight 
differences between the lines, 
sometimes they even tum into each 
other. The main difference from the 
foregoing that the earlier manners of 
playing cannot come into being 
now. This system has a symmetri— 
cal pawn structure with White’s 
slight space advantage. So it results 
from this fact logically that Black 
has got less opportunities to take the 
initiative, but it will not get in a 
considerably disadvantageous posi— 
tion because of the closed character 
of the position. The fight takes place 
along the open e-file, and if White 
wants to win, it has to start a very 
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accurate play with its pieces avoid— 
ing the early exchanges. 


6. Ac3 


A) 6. £43?! 
Itis not too convincing. 


6. — Ac6 7. Re3 Ab4 8. Re2 HFS 
9. Da3 

The building up of White’s position 
is complicated. 

9. — &e7 10. Af3 d5 11. c5 @d7 
12. Yb3 a5 13. 0-0 0-0 14. &fcl c6 
15. “bl bS 16. a4 bxa4 17. Wxa4 
Wc7 18. Ha3 &f6= 

Zapata — Miles Yopal 1997; 


B) 6. Af3 £e7 7. Re2 


White keeps back the move “c3 for 
ashort time, but the character of the 
position will be similar to other 
lines’. 
7. &e3 c6 8. b3 0-0 9. Ac3 a5 10. 
Se2 Da6 11. 0-0 BFS 12. d5 c5 
13. Del &£6 14. YWd2 Yd7 15. h3 
Efe8 16. g4 &e6 17. a4~ Polczin 
— Gyorkés Budapest 1992 


7. — 00 8. 0-0 

It is difficult here to find the most 
hopeful way for Black. 

8.— &f5 


It presumably is the better solution. 
For the line 8. — &g4 see the vari— 
ation 4. — &p4. 


Alekhine Defence 


9. Ac3 &f6 10. Re3 Ac6 11. b3 d5 
12. c5 “c8 13. Hel h6 14. g4 


14. Bcl!? 


14. — £h7 15. Dg2 b6 16. Had 


16. cxb6 axb6 17. Af4 A8e7 18. 
&f£3 Ab4t Chekhov 


16. — Ab4 17. Hel 


17. Wd2 Ac2 18. Hacl Axe3 19. 
Axe3 DeTF 


17. — bxc5 18. Axc5 Ad6 19. 
Wd2a 


Weaknesses can be found in the 
positions of both sides give the 
opponents mutual chances. Yagu— 
pov — Balashov Moscow 1996; 


C) 6. h3 

It obviously is a useful move which 
does not leave the bishop out to g4. 
To exchange the pieces would be 
favourable to the side being in space 
disadvantage. 


6. — Re7 7. AFB 0-0 8. Re2 KFS 9. 
Ac3 &f6 


a) 9. — c5 10. 0-0 Ac6 11. &e3 
Hc8 12. d5+ White has a con- 
siderable space advantage. The 
opportunities of the black knights 
are rather restricted. Wach — 
Varga,Z Balatonbereny 1996; 


b) 9. — Ac6 10. d5 HAeS 11. Ad4 
&d7 
11. — 2g6 12. b3 &2f6 13. 0-0 
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He8 14. Be3t 


12. b3 c6 13. dxc6 bxc6 14. 0-0 
White can play without problems 
and in contrast to Black’s pawns 
in the centre it has not got any 
weaknesses in its position. 14. — 
He8 15. Re3 DAg6 16. Wd2+ Ser— 
mek — Zelcic Makarska 1996; 


c) 9. — c6 10. 0-0 He8 11. &e3 
@8d7 12. b3 F8 13. a4 a5 14. 
d5! The position of the knight 
getting to d4 will make ammends 
to White for giving up the c5 
point. 14. — Ac5 15. Ad4 &d7 
16. &f3 YWe7 17. Ye2 Ac8 18. 
AeA De7 19. &£4+ Rogers — Tu 
Hoang Thong Singapore 1997 


10. O-O He8 11. &e3 Ac6 12. Hcl 
h6 


12. —d5? 13.c5 Ac4 14. Axd5! 
13. dS DeS 14. Ad4 &h7 15. b3 
“Nbd7 16. Aa4 Ac5= 
With an approximately equal play. 


6. — &e7 7. &e3 


White can even choose among the 
following lines: 


A) 7. AB 0 0 
7. — &p4 &. .e2 c6 9. b3 White 
was threatened by capturing the 
f3 knight and then losing its c4 
pawn. 
9. hI?! haf3 10. oxf3? Qxc4+ 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 


9. — A8d7 10. h3 &hS 11. Re3+ 
Rogers — Helgason Malmo 1993 


8. Re2 Ac6 9. 0-0 KFS 10. d5 AeS 
11. Ad4 &d7 12. b3 Ag6 13. Ke3 
&g5 14. f4 He8 15. Wd2 

The tactical chances are over thus 
the advantage is given White by 
Black’s awkward situation. 


15. — We7 16. Ac2 &f6 17. Zael 
RFS 18. &d3 Wd7 19. a4t 


Marciano — _ Solozhenkin St. 


Petersburg 1996; 


B) 7. W£3!? 


White purpose is to increase the 
pressure on the d5 point and to pre— 
pare the castle to the queen side. 


7.— Bc6 
7. —0-0 8 &e3 c6 9.0007! 
d5 10. cS A6d7 11. Rd3 b6F 
Camacho — Diaz Perez Pinar del 


Rio 1991 


8. &e3 009.000 
There are three different lines here: 


9.— £f6 
This is also a less convincing one. 
White has two possibilities to get 
to an advantageous position. But 
let us see the other two lines first: 


a) 9. — £5?! It gives up the e6 
point. 10. g3 £4? 11. gxf4 &f5 12. 
c5!+ Black has to face serious 
problems. 12. — “d7 13. £h3! 
Gh8 14. dS Ach8 
al) 14. — Qb4? 15. Bxf5 Bxf5 
16. We4+— Blatny,P; 


a2) 14. — 4a5 15. Bof3 Es 
16. Wed W817. b4+— Blatny,P 


15. cxd6 cxd6 16. &xf5 Bxf5 17. 
“\ge2+ And the knight getting to 
e6 through the d4 square will 
bring the fight to an issue. 
Korchnoi — Miles Biel 1992; 


b) 9. — Se6 It is an advancing 
move seeming to be natural but it 
gives White dangerous initiative. 
10. c5 
10. b3? a5 11.a4d5 12.c5 Ac8! 
13. Dge2 Bg5 14. Sb2 Db4 
Chernishov — Zelcic Dakovica 
1994 15. Df4F Lalic,B 
10. — “c4? It is a blunder. The 
positions of the black pieces are 
rather uncertain which is exploit— 


Alekhine Defence 


ed by White. 
10. — @d7+ Leyva 

11. &f4! Bf6 12. d5 D4e5 13. 
We2 Dg6 14. Re3 Kxc3 15. 
bxc3 Wf6 16. dxe6 YWxc3t 17. 
Wc2+— Leyva — Medina Cuba 
1994; 

10. h4 
10. &d3 &xd4 11. &xd4 Axd4 
12. @xh7+ &xh7 13. WhSt &g8 
14. Bxd4 Wf6 15. A+ Cher- 
nishov, Raetsky 


10. — £e6 
10. —h6 11. g4 &xh4 12. Ah30 


11. b3 d5 12. c5 Ac8 13. Ah3 b6 14. 
Rg5+ 
Chemishov — Kopylov Voronezh 
1993; 


C) 7. £d3 

The idea of White’s move is to hin— 

der the advance of the black c8 

bishop which can be carried out at 

the expense of losing important 

tempos. 

7.—c5 
7.— Ac6 8. Age2 &g4 9. f3 Kh5 
10. 0-0 &g6 11. b3 a5 12. Re3 
4\b4 13. &xg6 hxg6 14. Wd2 0-0 
15. dS Ad7 16. Ae4 Ac5 17. 
4\2g3 He8 18. Axc5 dxc5 19. 
4\e4+ Rogers — Varga,Z Buda— 
pest 1991 

8. d5 0-0 9. Age2 A8d7 10. f4 Afé 

11. c2 


Black’s position is extremely pas— 
sive. 


11. — 2b8 12. h3 Ha8 13. g4 Gh8 
14. b3 Ac7 15. g5 Afe8 16. &b2+ 
Rodriguez,A — Rausis Ubeda 1997 


7.—00 
This is the healthiest move. 
A) 7. — 4c6 8. Af3 &g4 9. b3 0-0 
10. &e2 
10. h3!? 


10. — He8 11. Wd2 &f6 12. 0-0 d5 
13. c5 Ac8 14. h3 Reb! 
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It is the perfect move. To capture the 
knight is disadvantageous to Black 
because of the weakness of the d5 
pawn, and to retreat to h5 is incon— 
sistent with the plan moving “ce7 
and “g6. 


15. b4 a6 


15. — A8e7!? 16. bs AaS 17. 
4)xd5?! Axd5 18. Yxa5 Axe3 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 “f6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 


19. fxe3 &d5 20. Yc3 We7a 
Black has got an excellent play 
for the pawn. 


16. b5?! 

16. Hab] &f5 17. Hb2 &e4!? 
With Black’s good counterplay. 
16. —axb5 17. AxbS Ha5 18. &F4 

He7 19. Hfel b6 


Black gets a comfortable play on the 
queen side. Djurhuus — Tisdall 
Gausdal 1996; 

B) 7. — c6 8. b3 d5 

It is a dynamic plan. Black takes the 
initiative on the queen side without 
delay. 

9. cS D6d7 10. AF3 b6 11. cxb6 
axb6 12. &d3 &a6 13. 0-0 0-0 14. 
Hcl &xd3 15. Wxd3 “a6= Grosar 
— Hug Pula 1997 


8. Yd2 Ac6 9. 0-0-0 He8 10. h3 d5 
11. c5 Ac4 12. &xc4 dxc4 13. We2 
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13. f3!? 


Although Black has dangerous 
threats, White’s chances are better. 


13. — &F5 14. g4 Be6 15. h4 Db4 
16. hS &d3 17. DeS Kf6 18. f4t 
Bischoff,K 


13. — &f5 14. Wxe4 2p5 15. Df3 
Exe3! 


15. — &xe3t 16. fxe3 Hxe3 17. 
helt 


It provides a dangerous initiative for 
White. 

16. fxe3 

16. Axg5? Exc3t 17. Wxc3 WxgSt 
—+ 


16. — &xe3t 17. Bd2 


White has to give the exchange 
back. 


17. Hd2!? 
Black has got a pawn and an active 
play in return for the exchange. 


17. — Y¥xd4 18. Yxd4 Axd45 
Donev 


17. — &xd2t 18. &xd2 £e6! 19. 
Wd3 

Donev — Bischoff Austria 1994 
19. Yd3 Ab4 20. Yb5= 


Alekhine Defence tees 


wa 2 0S “dS 3. d4 dO 4. c4 


‘bo S. exdoé cxd6 


1. c4 D6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
‘Nb6 5. exd6 cxd6 


For a long time this move was 
regarded to be weaker than the cap— 
turing 5. — exd6, but this judge— 
ment is reconsidered by the up—to— 
date tournament practice. Due to the 
asymmetric pawn structure such 
double-edged positions come usu~ 
ally into being which are much more 
complicated than those formed by 
the move 5. — exd6. Thus Black 
chooses this move in such cases 
when it endeavours to win at all 
costs. First of all we are dealing with 
the sublines which are almost 
always controlled by White since it 


rather has got the opportunities to 
turn aside. Black has got less 
chances to change the progress of 
the game, but it does not mean that 
it only makes defensive moves. The 
main lines tum over other systems 
(especially the one beginning with 
the move 4. — g6), so they are dis— 
cussed later in the suitable part of 
the book. 


6. Ac3 


6. dS 


By this move, which has the basic 
idea of getting space and hindering 
Black’s free advance, White pledges 
itself to a sharp struggle. During the 
further moves White attacks on the 
queen side while Black tries to 
explode the centre, so it is not sur— 
prising that a double-edged fight 
takes place very soon in some game 
which spreads over the whole board. 


6. — e5 7. Hc3 Ke7 8. 2d3 


8. Af3 0-0 


8. — £g4 9.h3 Bh5 10. £e2 
28d7 11. b3 0-0 12. 0-0 Bc5 
13. £a3 Ec8 14. Del Bg6 15. 
2d3 Dbd7 16. AxcS Axc5 17. 
Bel a6 18. £b2 Yb6 19. £a3 
£h4!! Itis a move with forcing 
power. The rook has to with- 


Chapter 3—1. e4 Af6 2. €5 Ad5 3. d4 d6_— 


draw to the f1 square. 
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20. Efl e4 21. &h1 Bfe8 22. b4 
@d3@ Gallagher — Krizsany 
1994 


9. h3 D8d7 10. Re2 a5 11.0-0 
f5 12. b3 Ac5 13. a3 e4 14. Ad4 
f4 15. 3 e3 16. Bbl &h4F Black 
has a protected passed pawn on 
e3 which paralyzed White on the 
dark squares together with the h4 
bishop. Atlas — Preissmann 
Switzerland 1996; 


8. — 0-0 9. Age2 f5 10. b3 a5 11. 
0-0 Aa6é 12. f4 


It stops Black’s attack in the centre. 


12. — Ad7 13. Re3 Adc5 14. Ac2 
&f6 15. Hcl &d7 16. Shl We7 17. 
Wd2 Bae8t 


Fossan — Agdestein Norway 1994 


6. — g6 7. £63 
A) 7. &g5!? 
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It is an energetic move. 


7. — &g7 8. Hcl 0-0!? 9. Re2 h6 
10. &e3 d5 11. cS Ac4 12. Rxc4 
dxc4 13. Age2 Ac6 
13. — BFS 14. Wd2 gh7 15. 0-0 
Dc6 16. Hfdl &d3 17. Af4 DAxd4 
18. Axd3 cxd3 19. Yxd3 e5 20. 
Be4t Chekhov 


14. Ya4 Da5 15. 0-0 b6 16. Bfdl 
&d7 17. Wb4 Bb8 18. cxb6 Y¥xb6 


18. — axb6 19. d5+ 


19. Wxe7+ 


And Black has not got enough com— 
pensation for the sacrificed pawn. 
Kaminski — Kveinys Poland 1995; 


B) 7. a4 


As we have seen it to pursuit the b6 
knight is an acceptable plan, but this 
move together with c4 seems to be 
strange a little, as it surrenders the 
b4 point to Black. But in the case of 
White’s accurate play Black can 
turn it for its own benefit very sel— 
dom. 


7.—a5 


7. — &g7 8. a5 D6d7 9. Af3 0-0 
10. Ha3 Af6 11. dS eS 12. Re2 
4a6 13. 0-0 h6 14. Del De8 
15. &e3 Aac7 16. Ac2 f5 17. 
f3 @h7 18. Wd2 Bf7 19. b4t 
With Black’s superior position. 
Aleksandria — Gipslis USSR 
1997 


8.5 


It creates complications which 
almost cannot be surveyed. 


8. — D6d7 


8. —dxc5 9. &b5t A6d7 10. AFB 
cxd4 11. Y/xd4t 


9. cxd6 exd6 10. Af3 We7t 
10. — &g7 11. &g5 f6 12. &fat 


11. Re2 Bg7 12. Ads Wd8 13. Be5 
AF6 14. Axfot Axf6 15. Bh6 Ac6 
16. 0-O0+ 


Donev — Regez Bad Ragaz 1993; 


C) 7. &d3 &g7 8. Age2 


The basic thought behind the move 
is that the c8 bishop has not got a 
really good place to move and if 
Black does not take steps to solve 
this problem, it can get a disadvan— 
tageous position easily. 
8. — Ac6 
8. — 0-0 9. 0-0 d5 10. c5 “6d7 
11. &g5 h6 12. Re3 Ac6 13. &b5 
“6 14. f3 &F5 15. Wd2 &h7 16. 
4\g3 &d7 17. Zab] “Aa5 18. b3 
b6 19. Hfdl &xbS 20. AxbS 
bxcS® With mutual chances. 
Spraggett — Nataf Enghien 1997 


9. d5!? 
9. &e3 0-0 10.0-0d5 11.c5 Ad7 
12. &b5 Af6 13. f3 &d7 14. Bel 
He8 15. Wd2 e5 16. Hfdl e4= 
Motwani — Gluckman Yerevan 


___Alekbine Defence 


1996 


9. — Ae5 10. b3 &e4 11. Rb2 HB 
12. h3 Axd3t 13. Y¥xd3 &xe2 
13. — &f57! In the case of taking 
the bishop back White would get 
an excellent play by 14. Wd2+ 
with further 0-0, Efel and Ad4. 


14. Yxe2 0-0 15. 0-0 He8 16. 
Hadi+ 

Mikhailchishin — Krizsany Kecs— 
kemet 1991; 


D) 7. h4 


Making the move White changes the 
strategic ideas usually accepted in 
the Alekhine’s Defence very much, 
but the chances remain approxi— 
mately equal. 


7. —h6 8 h5 g5 9. &d3 “Ac6 10. 
Nge2 &e7 11. &e3 d5! 

It is a typical counteraction in these 
positions. 

12. cS Ad7 13. Bel AxcS 14. dxc5 
d4a 

Meier — Bagirov Berlin 1991; 


E) 7. d5 


White’s plan is similar to the one 
which was dsicussed by the line 6. 
d5 some moves earlier. 


7. — &g7 8. Age2 0-0 9. Ad4 e5 
10. dxe6 &xe6 


Although it gives up the bishop pair 


Chapter 3 — 1. 4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 


Black can get some counterplay in 
the centre in this way. 
10. — fxe6!? 11. Be2 Ac6 12. 
4&xc6 bxc6 13. 0-0 d52 


11. Axe6 We7 12. Re2 Yxe6 13. 
0-0 Ac6 
13. — Axc4? 14. AdS Bc8 15. 
Hel AeS 16. f4 Dolmatov 


14. AbS Had8 15. Hel Wf6 16. Hb 
d5 17. c5 Ac4 18. b3 A4eS 19. £4?! 
4\d7 20. b4 b6? 


Dvoirys — Svidler Novgorod 1995 


20. — a6! 21. Ad6 Axb4! 22. Bxb4 
Y¥c3—> Dolmatov 


F) 7. b3 &g7 8. Af 0-09. £3 Acé 
10. Hcl 


It is a fashionable continuation 
which plays a considerable role 
among the lines nowadays. 


10. — e5?!N 11. dxe5 


11. d5 This is the consistent move 
making 10. &c1 more meaning— 
ful. 11. — He7 12. Re2 
12. c5!? dxc5 13. d6 Z2fs 14. 
&xc5 £e6@ Chekhov 


12. — Of5 13. &g5 &f6 Black 
exchanges its bishop in the inter— 
est of decreasing the tension in 
the centre. 14. &xf6 Wxf6 15. 
“e4 Wd8 16. 0-0 Ad7 17. 4 
h4 18. Axd6 f5 19. Axh4 Wxh4 
20. cS “f6+ Serper — Yermo— 
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linsky Tilburg 1994 

11. —dxeS 12. c5 
12. Yxd8?! Bxd8 13. Re2 Ad4F 
Chekhov 

12. — Ad7 13. &c4 Wa5!? 14. a3 


14. 0-0?! Axc5 15. b4 Axb4 16. 
“\d5 “\ba6F White has not got a 
play with the desired value for the 
sacrificed pawn. 


14. — #e€ 15. Ad2 Axc5 16. b4 
Wxa3 17. &xc5 
17. Abs Dd3t! 


17. — &xc3 18. &xfB SxfBa 


Zagrebelny — Remizov St. Peters— 
burg 1994 


7.— &g7 8. Hel 0-0 

8. — Ac6 

This knight move is premature, the 
immediate castling would have been 
better. 

9.d5 “eS 10. £4!7 


White gets the tempos one after 
another. Of course the c4 pawn can— 
not be captured because of the los— 
ing of piece in two moves. 


10. — Hg4 11. &d4 Df 12. DB 
0-0 13. Re2 e6! 
It is the only chance. 


14. dxe6 &xe6 15. b3 Ac8!? 


15. — dS It would have been 
more consistent 16. cS “bd7 17. 


__,.._Alekhine Defence _ 


0 0 Bc& 18. Ab5 De4 19. Axa7 
Wxd4t 20. %\xd4 Bxc5 21. f5t 
Chekhov. 

16.0 0 \c7 17. Des Ac6 18. Axe6 
1X. &f2 dS 19. c5 d4 20. Ace4 
Ad5 

18. — fxe6 19. &f2+ 

Akopian — Minasian Yerevan 1995 


9. b3!? e5 


The following other lines occured in 
the tournament practice: 


A) 9. — f5!? 

It is an aggressive attacking move 
but in the case of White’s accurate 
play there will be weaknesses re— 
main in Black’s position. 


10. Af3!? f4 
10. — e5?! 11. dxe5 dxe5 12. 
Wxd8 Hxd8 13. cS A6d7 14. 
&c4t White’s play is simple, 
Black has not got any chance to 
turn aside. 14. — &f8 15. Dg5 
“f6 16. Af7 He8 17. AbS+ 


11. &d2 Ac6 12. d5 AeS 13. AxeS5! 
&xe5 14. Re2 e6 15. dxe6 
15. &£3!2 exd5 16. Axd5 &e6 17. 
RaS!+ 
15. — &xe6 16. &f3 d5S£ 


Ivanov,V — Chekhov 
1995; 


Moscow 
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B) 9. — Ac6 10. d5 HeS 11. Re2 €6 
12. f4 Ded7 13. dxe6 We7 14. AbS 
White can thwart Black’s effort to 
be more active in the centre easily 
and after the exchanges it gets an 
advantageous position. 


14. — Yxe6 15. &d4 Wed 16. &xg7 
&xp7 17. Yd4t Wxd4 18. Axd4t 


Mitkov — Baburin Yerevan 1996 


10. dxe5 dxe5 11. Y¥/xd8 


This line is slightly lower—key than 
other opportunity but White takes 
less risk in this way. 


11.5 


Keeping the queens rather serve 
Black’s interests 


11. — 6d7 12. &c4 Ac6 13. DB 
Wa5 14.0-0 Axc5 15. b4! Axb4 16. 
4d5x% Ac6 17. Ae7t Sh8! 

The black king moves away the 
diagonal of the bishop for after cap— 
turing the knight White would win 
by 18. &xc5S. 


18. Yd6 


18. Axc6 bxc6 19. AgS DAe6F 
and Black keeps the extra pawn. 


18. — De4 19. “xc6 bxc6 20. Yxc6 
RF5 21. RxI7 Bac® 22. Wd5 YWxd5 
23. #xd5 “\c3 24. &b7 Hc7F 
Weinzett! Krizsany Austria 1996 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 @f6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 


11. — Exd8 12. c5!? 


Yy 


zy 
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SS 


~ 
WS 
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Black lags behind in the advance a 
little on the queen side. 


12. — 46d7 13. &c4 Ac6 14. AE 
h6 


A) 14. — 4d4? 

It cannot decrease White pressure at 

all. 

15. Ags Hf8 16. Ace4 AS 17.0-0 
17. Axf7!? Bxf7 18. Ags Ah6= 

17. — @f6 18. Ad6! Axd6 19. 

cxd6t 


Dzindzikhashvili — Alburt USA 
1996; 


B) 14. — 4a5!? 
Here White also has the better 
chances. 


15. £e2 h6 16. 0-0 f5 17. Bfdl Ac6 
18. g3 e4 19. Ad4 Axd4 20. &xd4t 
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Finkel,A 
15. De4 Dad 


15. — Af8 16. Ad6 Hd7 17. 0-0 
He7 18. Axc8 Bxc8 19. Hfdl= 


Black’s plan to move “e6—d4 is 
sufficient for equilazing the game. 
Gross — Bagirov Berlin 1996 


16. 2d5 Af6 17. Axf6t &xf6 18. 
Hdl &g7 19. 0-0 He8 20. Ad2+ 


Finkel — Drazic Nova Gorica 1997 


3.3.3 —2. &5 DdS 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
Nb6 5. £4 26 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS AdS5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
“\b6 5. £4 


Sas’ 
XX 


S 
* 


By this move we have arrived at the 
four—pawn system of the Alekhine 
Defence, which is the oldest and the 
most aggressive variant of it. This 


__ Alekhine Defence 


captivating continuation, which 
leads to uncertain complications in 
most cases, has come to a serious 
crisis by this time. This system can 
be seen now and then in major tour— 
naments, for on the basis of experi— 
ences it seems to be sure that it gives 
the defensive side a complex and 
hopeful play in retum for the lost 
tempos. First we are dealing with 
those moves when one of the oppo— 
nents wants to go off the beaten 
tracks. 


5.— g6 


A) 5. — &f5 

Black puts off the the pawn moves 
de5, feS but this waiting is more 
favourable for White in accordance 
with our present knowledge. 


6. Dc3 e6 7. AB 


7. &e3 This is the exact move 
order. 7. — “a6?! The main 
scene of the fight is the centre and 
Black places its knight on the 
edge of the board yet. 


7. — 2c6 8. Df d5 It is an 
unusual move in this system. 9. 
c5 Dc4 10. &xc4 dxc4 11. Yad 
Ld3 12. Dd2 What 13. g3 WhS 
14, Axc4 0-0-0 


14. — &xc5 15. dxc5 Wf 


15. Sf2 Koch — Boulard 
France 1989 


8. Af3 c5 9. exd6 
9. 2e2 Le7 10. dxc5 White gets 
the better position without diffi-— 
culties having the more active 
pieces and the space advantage. 
10. — dxc5 11. a3 0-0 12. b3 
Wd7 13. 0-0 Zad8 14. Edi 
We7 15.h3 Dc8 16. Ad2 ALB 
17. g4+ Yudasin — Barkovsky 
Leningrad 1984 


9. — &xd6 10. Re2 0-0 11. 0-0 
We7 12. AbS £b8 13. Hcl Ad7 
14. a3 Hd8 15. Hel &g6 16. De5 
cxd4 17. Axg6 hxg6 18. &xd4+ 
Mohammad,S — Gausel Yerevan 
1996 


7. — dxeS 8. fxeS &b4 9. a3 


9. &d3 White exchanges the 
bishops moving along the light 
squares strengthening its position 
in the centre by this. 9. — c5 10. 
&xf5 exf5 11. .&.g5 Wd7 12. 0-0 
0-0 13. d5 %)xc4 Black has an 
extra pawn but it lags behind in 
the advance very much. 14. He2 
&xc3 15. Wxc4 .&xb2 16. Hab] 
Rd4t 17. “nxd4 cxd4 18. e6+ 
Morozevich — Bagirov Moscow 
1995 


9. — kxc3t 10. bxc3 Ac6 11. Ke3 
WYd7 12. ¢\d2 “5 13. a4? 
13. dc? 


13. 0014. be2 Ye6 15. &B 
Wek 16. ded oS 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Df6 2. 5 Dd5 3. d4 d6_ 


Black has an equal play. 

17. dS Wc8 18. d6 Ad7 19. Af4 
“Ac6y 

Hirche — Bagirov Berlin 1997; 


B) 5.— g5 

It is only mentioned because it 
occured in a game. Otherwise it has 
no theoretical value at all. 

6. YhS dxe5 7. c5 AdS5 8. fxeS Af4 
9. &xf4 gxf4 10. &c4 e6 11. De2 
4\c6 12. Abce3+ 


Durao — Pomar Madrid 1983 


6. Ac3 


The variation 6. Af3 &g7 7. b3 dxe5 
8. fxe5 c5 9. d5 turns to the line 3. 
c4 Ab6 4. b3. 


6. — 2p7 7. £e3 0-0 


A) 7. — a6? 

To develop the knight on the edge of 
the board is usually not recom— 
mended. It proves to be a mistake 
here as well. 

8. AB &g4 9. h3 Axf3 10. Wx 
Wc8 11. c5 dxc5 12. dxc5 Ab4 13. 
000+ 

Krecak — Mayhrofer 1984; 


B) 7. — £6 8. exd6? 


White decreases the tension unnec— 
essarily. (8. c5!?) 
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8. — exd6 9. cS “A6d7 10. &c4 c6 
11. f5 We7 12. Be6 gxf5 13. d5 
“xc5 14. WhSt &f8 15. &xc5 
Rxe6F 

Bucker — Westerinen Nordwalde 
1985 


White launches an attack in the cen— 
tre without delay. 


8. Df3?! 

It is more advisable to play the main 
line. 

8. — &e6 

This interesting bishop move causes 
White many troubles. 


9. Ad2? 


A) 9. 8b3?! It gives Black the 
initiative. 9. — h6?! It is an un— 
necessary losing of tempo, since 
Black has not been threatened by 


Alekhine Defence 


“\g5 as we could see it in the 
foregoing. 


9. —a5 10. Dg5 
10. a4?! Aa6= 
10. — a4! And as it turns out 


this variation does not give 
White anything and it even leads 
to Black’s advantage. 


10. — &f5 11. e6! 


11. Dxe6 axb3 12. Axd8 Bxd8 
13.a3 Dc6 14. 0-0-0 Ba5 This 
closed position is much more 
favourable for knights, so 
White's position cannot be 
saved. 15. c5 dxc5 16. dxc5 
Exdlf 17. Axdl 

17. &xdl Abc4 18. &cl Hd8t 

19. del fo-+ 
17. — Dbc4 18. &d4 Hd8 19. 
Sc3 Hd5 20. £b4 g5 The ulti- 
mate blow. White has no chance 
to protect its position effectively 
on both sides. 21. fxg5 


21. &xc4 Axc4 22. 23 pxf4 23. 
exf4 Bh6 24. Bfl Bxe5—+ 
21. — Sxe5 22. £xc4 Axc4 23. 
Hel e6 24. h4 Bd5+ Brener — 
Pushkhin USSR 1988, 


10. Hdl a5 11. a3 a4 12. Wa2 6 
13. &d3?! d5 14. cS “@c4 15. 
&xc4 dxc4 16. 0-0 b5= Delnef 
— Jung Mainz 1986; 


B) 9. b3 It is the most natural line. 
9. — c5 10. dxcS5 6d7 Black 


sacrifices a pawn to get the ini— 
tiative. 11. cxd6 exd6 12. Yxd6 
AxeS 13. Wxd8 AxBt 14. gxf3 
Hxd8 15. Bcl Ac6 16. Sf2 Ad4s 
Gipslis — Li Wenling Luzem 
1993 

9. — dxe5 


Black demolishes the centre and 
gets the better position. 


10. fxe5 c5 11. d5 &f5 12. R£4 e6+ 
Ivanchuk — Sergeev USSR 1984 


8. — dxc5 


8. — 6d7 


Black tries to keep the position 
closed for some time but this is not 
enough for making the game equal 
either. 


9. DB e6 

9. — b6!? This move offers the 
most opportunities. 10. b4 &b7 
11. &e2 a5 12. a3 bxc5 13. bxc5 
dxc5 14. dxcS5 ‘a6 15. Hbl 
Haxc5 16. 0 0 c6 17. Yd4 Yc8 
18. BbS Ado Rogers — Loeffler 
WAZ 1996 White must not cap— 
ture the knight by 19. Bxc5 
because of 19. — @b6! and 
finally Black would win. 


10. h4 dxeS It. dxcS Ye7 12. h5 


White starts an endless attack with 
tactical blows. 


12. dk 13. We2 b6 14. Ags &a6 
04 
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15. @xh7! &xh7 16. hxg6t &g8 It is not the most accurate move. 


17. gxf7t Wxf7 18. 0-0-0 &xfl 19. 
Wh7t ef8 20. £5! 
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One might as well be hung for a 
sheep as a lamb, it opens the f-file 
and the cl—h6 diagonal by one 
move. 


20. — &xg2 21. fxe6 Wxe6 22. 
Shflt &xfl 23. Bxfl¢ Af6 24. 
&h6+— 


Minasian — Gukasian Armenia 
1987 


9. dxc5 “6d7 
It chooses the lesser of two evils. 
9. — Yxdl1f? 


This move carries serious conse— 
quences. 


10. Bxd1 H6d7 11. AdS+— 
10. h4 c6 11. h5 a5 12. a3?! 
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12. Wa4! Yxa4 13. Dxa4 Rogers 


12. — Hd8 13. Wad Wad 14. 
4\xa4 Af8 15. h6 &h8 16. AB Dab 
17. 2c4t 


Rogers — Depasquale Toowoomba 
1986 


3.3.4.1 — 2. &5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
“\b6 5. f4 dxe5 6. fxe5 c5 


1. e4 26 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
Nb6 5. £4 dxe5 6. fxe5 c5 


Di ee 


GY 
y 


This consistent way of playing (1. e. 
to attack the white pawn chain 
immediately) is not a new system 
and it did not really spread among 
the followers of Alekhine Defence 
yet. This thing can be explained by 
the fact that the play becomes very 
complex and Black usually lags 


Alekhine Defence 


behind in the fight going on for the 
centre, and in most cases the games 
lead to White’s advantage. 


7.d5 


It is a natural move for the sake of 
making the positions of White’s 
pawns solid and controlling the 
more important centre squares in the 
meantime. 


A) 7. dxc5? 

So Black can achieve its purpose at 
once. 

7. — Wxdlt 8 &xdl a4! 9. Ac3. 
4xc5 10. £e3 Aca6 11. Af3 &d7F 


Tochtermann — Sibenhaar Mainz 
1984; 


B) 7. Af3 cxd4 8. Yxd4 Wxd4 9. 
“\xd4 “c6 10. AbS 


Black has to go through hard 
moments here. 


10. — 4d8 11. Hlc3 AxeS 
11. — a6?! 12. &e3 Ad7 13. 
0002 

12. &f4 Abd7 


12. — Mexc4? Being greedy 
commands a high price. 13. 
AcTt! &d7 14. &xb6 Axb6 15. 
0-O-0t &c6 16. Re2+- Bagirov 


13. 0-0-0 f6 14. Re2 e6 15. Rxe5 
fxeS 16. 2f3 a6 17. Ad6 2xd6 18. 
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&xd6 %e7 19. Bhd] Hb8 20. Ae4 
Efg= 

Velimirovic — Bagirov Palma de 
Mallorca 1989 


7.— e6 

7.— 26 

The aim is similar to the main line’s: 
Black pokes the white pawn and 
advances its forces wholly in the 
Meantime. Though by developing 
the bishop on g7 Black found a 
place for its bishop and it attacks the 


e5 pawn too but it does not cause 
White any particular problem by it. 


8. Dc3 &e7 9. &F4 0-0 10. Wd2 6 
11.0-0-0 


It is the better move. White exploit— 
ing its advantage in the advance 
sharpens the position. 
11. d6 Although this move still 
leads to White’s advantage, 
Black has some spare resources 
in this line. 11. — Ac6 12. AB 
4d7 13. We3 £6 14. 0-0-0 


14. exf6 Yxf6 15. 225 Wf7a 


14. — fxeS5 15. &h6 Ad4 16. 
&xg7 &xg7 17. AxeS White’s 
benefit is beyond doubt, it is 
rather difficult to counter—bal— 
ance the weakness of the e6 
pawn. 17.— Af5 18. Wel We5t 
19. Bd2 We3 


19, — 2d4!? 


Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ads 3. d4 dé 


20. Yxe3 Axe3 21. A+ Klinger 
— Bischoff Zug 1985; 


11. — exd5 


11. — f6 12. AFB fxeS 13. &xe5S 
exd5 14. &xg7 &xg7 15. cxd5 
&f5 16. &d3+ Koch — Dubois 
France 1994 


12. cxd5 &g4 


A) 12. — c4 It does not seem to 
be good for the first sight either. 
There is a big trouble if you have 
to make such move. 13. h3 


13. DB Bg4 14. Bh6 Bxf3 15. 
Sxg7 &xd1? Black loses the 
game at once in this way, but it 
would have had a hopeless situ- 
ation after the moves 15. —&g7 
16. gf3 as well. 16. £{6+— Solo— 
mon — Kanikevich Sydney 1991 


13. — A8d7 14. Af3 Ac5 15. g4 
&d7 16. &h6 “ca4 17. &xg7 
&xg7 
17. — @xc3?? 18. YWxc3 Sxg7 
19. e6f+— 


18. Ae4 c3 19. bxc3 He7 20. dé 
We6 21. AegS We8 22. h4+ Koch 
— Hauchard Montpellier 1991; 


B) 12. — 48d7 Black has no 
reason to be glad here either. 13. 
“f3 He8 14. e6 fxe6 15. dxe6 
Exe6 16. Ag5+ 


13. Hel c4m 14. h3 &f5 15. g4 &d3 
16. &xd3 cxd3 17. Y¥xd3+— 
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Ilincic — Marinkovic Vrnjacka 
Banja 1989 


8. Ac3 exd5 9. cxd5 c4 

This is the only continuation which 
can be played indeed. Black opens 
the diagonal for its f8 bishop. 


9. — Wh4t?! 
Black is trying to initiate an active 
play, but it cannot meet with success 
beacuse of the premature queen 
move. 
10. g3 Wd4 11. &b5t 
So White takes over the control. 
11. &f4 g5 12. &xg5 WxeSt 13. 
We2t 
11. — &d7 12. We2 Dxd5 13. e6 
&xb5 
It also leads a quick defeat. 


13. — fxe6 14. Wxe6t De7 15. 
A\f3 Yb4 16. Ae5! 


yr , 
Z 


It puts another piece into action 


Alekhine Defence 


having several different threats: it 
attacks the pinned bishop, shows 
the weakness of the f7 point and 
gives the fl rook the opportunity 
to attack the black king position 
immediately along the f—file in 
the case of castling. 


16.a3 Yxb5! 


16. — &xb5 
16. — £c6 17. 2g5 Wxb2 18. 
&xc6f bxc6 19. 0-0+— 


17. &g5 Wxb2 18. Axb5 White 
counting accurately gives Black a 
checkmate by its remained few 
pieces at the end of the struggle. 
18. — Yxalt 


18. — Wxb5 19. 0-0-0+— 
Bryson 
19. &f2 Yxhl 


19. — Wb27 20. Se3 Yxb5 21. 
2d 1+— Bryson 
20. Yc8t! Axc8 21. Ac7# 
Bryson 
14. Yxb5t Ac6 
14. — &d8 15. Rg5t £6 16. Age2 
We5 17. 000+- 
15. Yxb7+— 
Chaplin — Gantet Paris 1991 


10. Af3 


It is the move applied most fre— 
quently, but the other lines are very 
interesting as well. 
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A) 10. £3?! £b4 11. &xb6 

This manoeuvre is obviously disad— 
vantageous; it gives up the bishop 
pair and let Black develop. 


11. — Wxb6 12. Yd2 0-0 13. AB 
g4 14.h3 &xf3 15. gxf3 DAd7 
White is missing its bishop moving 
on dark squares very much. 


16. £4 “Ac5 17. 0-0-0 Ae4 18. Wd4 

A@xc3 19. Yxb6 Axa2t? 

It is an unnecessary intermediate 

move by which Black loses impor— 

tant tempos. 
19. — axb6 After this move 
Black would have had chances to 
win. 20. bxc3 &xc3 21. &c2 Ha3 
22. &xc4? Bc8 23. d6 Bxc4 24. 
d7 &d4t 25. &d2 Ha8 26. &d3 
b5—+ van der Tak 


20. &b1l axb6 21. &xc4 Ac3t 22. 
bxc3 &xc3 23. d6 Ha4 24. e6+ 


Aleksandrov — Shabalov Riga 
1987; 


B) 10. d6 

This line is recommended for chess 
players having strong nerves and 
enjoying positions which are full of 
tactical opportunities. 


10. — Ac6 


The other move is a mistake: 10. 
— g6 11. Af3 &g7 12. &g5 £6 
13. exf6 &xf6 14. Rxf6 Yxf6 15. 
&xc4 Axc4 16. Ha4t Dc6 17. 
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Wxc4+ Zude — Ruhrig Germany 
1987 


11. &f4 
This is the best ansver undoubtedly. 


A) 11. &f3 The classical contin— 
uation cannot be successful now, 
since White has to face an 
unpleasant pin. 11. — &g4 12. 
&f4 g5 13. Ae4? White could not 
count on any benefit here yet but 
the game came to its tuning point 
in this way. 

a) 13. 2g3 Bg7 14. We2 Dd7 

15. 0-0-0 0-0, Burgess 

b) 13. Bxg5 Wxg5 14. Axg5 

fxd] 15. Bxdl Dxe5 16. ALS 

00-0 17. 2xa7t SbF Burgess 


13. — gxf4!! 


It is an original queen sacrifice 
after which the active black 
pieces put a pressure on White’s 
position. 14. Af6t Wxf6 15. exf6 


0-0-0+ Paunovich — Marshe- 
vich Yugoslavia; 
B) 11. 4b5? It is a serious mis— 
take to start an action before 
finishing of the advance. 11. — 
Wh4t 12. g3 

12. &e2 Wet 13. &f2 Dxe5—+ 


12. — edt 13. YWe2 Yxhl 14. 
&g5 £6 15. exf6t &f7+ 


11. — &e6 
Perhaps it is the only black move 
which has the suitable value in this 
line. 
11. — g5 It is tempting but dan— 
gerous. 12. Ae4 
12. AbS fit can be said, it is 
simpler than the previous move. 
12. — &g7 13. Dc7f Sf8 14. 
2xa8 gxf4 15. Axb6 Wxb6 16. 
d7 &b4t! 17. &f2 


17, Y7d2?! &xd7_ 18. Yxb4t 
A\xb4 19. Bcl b5a 


17. — ¥xb27? It is unnecessary 
to take the risk; if White does 
not want to win, Black has to be 
satisfied with a draw by move 
repetitions. 


17. — We5t 18. Sel Wb4t 
18. Be2 &xd7 19. Wxd7 ral 
20. We8 he7 21. Wxb7¢ &d8 
22. Wxc6+ 


12. — gxf4 The queen sacrifice 
here is not so dangerous as it was 


in the former line, it gives Black 
faint hope only. 13. Afot Wxf6 
14. exf6 &e6 15. Whs 


15. #e2? 0-0-0 16. Axf4 

&xd6—+ 
15. — &xd6 16. 0-0-0 0-0-0 17. 
4f3 Hhg8?! Black’s all hopes are 
vanished by this move. It should 
have moved 17. —c3!? Burgess 

A) 17. —b4 18. Ad4!+; 

B) 17. —&b8!? 18. Re2 c3@ 
18. Ags Hg6 19. Axe6 fxe6 20. 
f7 Bf6 21. Wxh7 2e7 22. Bxd8t 
“xd8 23. We4+— Zude—Bucker 
Germany 1987; 


12. Af3 Wd7 
12. — h6 13. Ad4 Axd4 14. 
Wxd4 g5 15. &g3 2e7= Jepsen 
13. Re2 0-0-0 14. Wd2 f6 15. exf6 
&xd6?! 
The open d-—file is advantageous for 
White. (15. — gxf6=) 
16. 0-0-0 &c5 17. Yxd7t Sxd7 18. 
De4+ 


Kotsur — Koniushkov Russia 1997; 


C) 10. a3?! 


As it can be seen later White does 
not need to afraid of the move £b4, 
so it loses a valuable tempo by this 
unnecessary move. 


10. — &c5 11. Af3 0-0 


Alekhine Defence 


This is the convincing continuation. 


12. &e27! &f5 13. &g5 Wd7 14. 
Wd2 h6 15. &f4 Da6 16. 0-0-0 
Hac8 17. h3 Aa4 18. Ad4 Axd4 19. 
Wxd4 D6c5 

The faulty move a3 is already strik— 
ing here. 


20. &xc4 YbS!!-+ 


It is a witty and simple finish. Ve— 
temaa — Shabalov Haapsalu 1986; 


D) 10. 6?! 
It leads to disadvantageous compli-— 
cations. 
10. — &b4 
It compensates White’s slight inac— 
curacy. 
10. — &c5 Black should have 
made this move exploiting 


White’s open king position. 11. 
exf7t &xf7 12. Af8 He8t 13. 
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Se2 &g4F (Burgess) 
11. exf7t &xf7 12. A Be8t 13. 


Re2 Wxd5 14. Wxd5t Axd5 15. 
0-0 Abb 


Levin — Chernin Philadelphia 1982 
16. AgSt! 

White has the compensation in 
position for the given pawn. 


16. — &g8 17. &hS g6 18. £3 
Levin 


10. — &b4 
10. — &g4?! 
In this way Black makes free way 


for White’s very dangerous king 
side attack. 


11. &xc4 


It is not the best line for Black gets 
equivalent tactical opportunities. 


A) 11. Wd4 &xf3 Black is ob- 
liged to capture the knight, 
although it is inconsistent with 
the rule that the wrongly devel— 
oped side must not open a file. 
12. gxf3 &b4 13. &xc4 0-0 14. 
Xgl 

14, &h6!? It is pretty but not 
forcing as far as Black is con— 
cerned. 14. — #8d7 


14. — xc4 15. We4 g6 16. 
Yxc4 &xc3t 17. bxc3 He8 18. 
Wd4 YW f6<0 Ljubojevic 


15. Bgl g6 16. e6 De5 17. Le2+ 
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Martin Gonzales — Bryson 
Luzern 1982 


14. — g6 Black has to insure the 
g-file, but the dark squares 
become ultimately weakened by 
this move. 15. &g5 
15. &h6 Bc6 16. Wed Axc4 17. 
dxc6 Axb2+ 


15.— Wc7 16. &b3 &c5 17. W4 
He8?! White’s attack cannot be 
stopped in this way either. 


17. — &xgl This is the most 


substantial move, though it also 
leads for Whites benefit. 18. d6 


18. 0-0-0 A8sd7 19. Exel 
Yxe5+ Griinfeld — Letzelter 


Buenos Aires 1978 


18. — Wc5 19. Ded Wadd 20. 
2d1 YWxb2 21. Df6t 


21. e6 D8d7! 22. e7 Wxh?2 23. 


xf8Wt Bxf8 24. Wxh2 
&xh2+ Griinfeld — Ljuboje— 
vic Riga 1979 


21. — &h8 22. Bd2!+ Griinfeld 
— Wiemer Tecklenburg 1984; 


18. 2f6 A8d7 19. Ae4 
19. d6 AxeS5! 


19. — BxeS5 20. &xe5 AxeS 21. 
&e2+ Bonaventure — Reaud Le 
Havre 1977; 


B) 11. &e2 This simple advanc— 
ing move sets Black big prob— 


Alekhine Defence 


lems. 11.—&c5 12. 2g5 It is the 
point of the move 11. .&e2. White 
based its play on it. 12. — &f5e 
13. Afl &g6 14. b4 h6 15. h5 
d3 16. &xd3 cxd3 Bucker — 
Fleck Bunde 1985 17. Hxf7+ 
White can sacrifice its piece 
safely for its attack strikes 
through because of Black’s open 
king position. 17. — hxg5 
a) 17. —Axd5 18. Yxd3!+; 


b) 17. — 28d7 18. We4 Axes 
19. Web} £7 20. Bxg7+ 


18. Bxg7 Axd5 


18. — &f8 19. &xg5 We8 20. 
3 &xeg7 21. £{67+— Foisor 


19. YF De7 20. WE7t Sd7 21. 
WW d5t+— Foisor 


11. — @xc4 12. Wa4t Ad7 13. 
Wxc4 &xf3 14. pxf3 AxeS 15. Wed 


15. Ye2 This is the more prob— 
lematical variation and although 
White will have an extra pawn 
Black can start a dangerous attack 
in the centre against the king 
stuck in the middle in return for 
it. 15. — 2d6 16. £4 Wh4t 17. 
&dl 0-0 18. fxeS Bae8 19. Wed 
WhStz with a very complicated 
position. Velimirovic — Barlov 
Arandjelovac 1980 


15. — What 16. &e2 Wxedt 17. 
fxe4 &c5 


Black has no more problems, it can 


block White’s pawn perfectly which 
can also be weakened later. 


18. &f4 Ag6 19. Re3 Bxe3 20. 
&xe3 0-0= Dintheer — Liardet 
Zurich 1989 


11. &xc4 


"i 


G 


x g ‘\ aw Yj y 
Wk, @ UG * yen yyy 


Z 


It is just a temporary piece sacrifice. 
White has another remarkable 
opportunity too as follows. 

11. &g5 

It is an unpleasant move demanding 
that Black should play accurately. 
11. — &xc3t 

It is a necessary intermediate move. 


A) 11. — Wxd5 12. Yxd5 Axd5 
13. 0-0-0 e7 14. AbS a6 15. 
a3 &c5 16. &xc4 0-0 17. b4t; 
B) 11. — f6? 12. exf6 gxf6 13. 
We2t+ Timman 


12. bxc3 
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Both sides’ chances are approxi— 
mately equal after the exchanges. 
12. — Wxd5 13. Wxd5 Axd5 14. 
00-0 He7 15. &xc4 
15. &xe7?! It just lightens 
Black’s problems. 15. — &xe7 
16. &xc4 &g4 17. 6 Rxe6 18. 
&xe6 fxe6 19. Khel Aa6 20. 
Ad4 Ac7 21. AfSt &f6 22. Hd7 
4\d5= 
15. — Abc6 16. Hhfl £24 17. h3 
&xB 
17. — &e6 This is the simpler 
way to equalize the game entire— 
ly. 18. &xe6 fxe6= 
18. Bxf3 Axe5S 
White’s pieces mean dangerous 
threats that can also be fatal for 
Black. 
19. &xf7t 
19. Hel!? 
19. — “xf7 20. &xe7 Sxe7 21. 


Belt DeS! 22. Bxe5t bd6 23. Bfe3 
Had8= 


Bryson — Burgess Edinburgh 1990 


11. — &xc3+ 


11. — Axc4? 
Black counts inaccurately. 
12. Wa4t Dc6 13. dxc6 &xc3t 14. 


bxc3 b5S 15. Yb4 a5 16. WcS Wd3 
17. &g5+ Boleslavsky 


12. bxce3 Axc4 13. Wadt Ad7 14. 
Wxe4 Ab6 15. Wb5t 


White keeps the extra pawn but 
Black advances its forces like a shot 
in the meantime. 

15. 4d4 

The main line gives White several 
opportunities. 


15. — Wxd5 16. &a3 YYxd4 17. 
4\xd4 Ac4 18. &d6 2d7 19. 0-0 
4\xd6 20. exd6= 


Belov —Koniushkov Russia 1996 


15. — ¥d7 16. Yxd7+ 

16. Yc5 Yxd5 17. a3 Yxc5 18. 
&xc5 Re6= 

Klundt — Mig] Germany 1987/88 


16. — &xd7 17. d6 Bc8 18. &e3 


White thinks that it is the suitable 
Moment to give Black the pawn 
back and take over the initiative. 


18. &d2 
It is passive a little but it can be 
playable without problems. 
18. — “Ac4 
18. — Ha4!? 


19. 0-0 “xd2 20. Axd2 0-0 


It would be a mistake to accept the 
pawn. 


20. — Bxc3?! 21. Bacl+ 
21. Bf Bc5 22. Be3t+ 
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Durao — Bagirov Kusadasi 1990 
18. — Hxc3 19. &xb6 
19. &d2!? Ha3 

19. — 4d5!= Shabalov 
20. &xb6 axb6 21. Hhbl &c6 22. 
Exb6t 
Shirov — Shabalov Riga 1986 
19. — axb6 20. $d2 
The king must be centralized in the 
endgame. Otherwise this move also 
connects the rooks. 
20. — Hc5 21. Bhb1 b5 22. ad4t 


Minasyan — Shabalov Minsk 1990 


3.3.4.2 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
A\b6 5. f4 dxe5 6. fxe5 &£5 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
Ab6 5. £4 dxe5S 6. fxe5 2f5 


____ Alekhine Defence __ 


This continuation is connected with 
the delay of the move 6. — %c6 
temporarily or omissing it finally, so 
Black has the chance to make the 
move c5 or advance the knight on 
‘a6. The fact that this move is still 
less popular among the experts of 
the Alekhine Defence than the 6. — 
4\c6 is due to that that Black is 
affected by the lack of the c6 knight 
in the open variations. White can 
reckon on getting benefit if it creates 
tactical complications quickly 
exploiting its advantage in the 
development. Being slow in making 
such attempts can cause troubles to 
White, so it must be extremely cau— 
tious in playing these lines. 


7. De3 e6 8. Df3 


8. Be3 &b4 9. a3 


9. &d3? In this case it is a bad 
plan to exchange the bishops 
moving along light squares 
because of the weakness of the c4 
pawn. 9. — c5 10. a3 cxd4 11. 
axb4 &xd3 12. YWxd3 dxe3 13. 
Wxd8t &xd8 14. b3 Ac6F 
Gunnarson — Agdestein Reyk— 
javik 1996 


9. — &xc3t 10. bxc3 


Although White strengthens the 
centre by this capture, but the c4 
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pawn became even more vulnerable. 


10. —c5 11. AB Ac6 12. Re2 0-0 
13. 0-0 Hc8 14. Hcl e6 15. Yb3 
‘a5 


15. — &e4!? 
16. Wa2 Wd7 17. Ad2 Bc7 18. Hfdl 
Web 


Minasian — Timoschenko Podolsk 
1988 


8.— &b4 


This move contains the most 
chances being connected with the 
later move c5. 


A) 8. — &e7 


Black maintains the opportunity to 
tum to the main line by the move 
4\c6 later. 

9. Re27! 


White quickly loses the advantage 
obtained by this move. 


9, Re3 0-07! 10. &d3 Ag4 


10. —2c6 11. Bxf5 exf§ 12. b3 
We8 13. c5+ Lazarevic — Alek— 
sandria Yugoslavia 1971 


11. 0-0 Ac6 12. h3 &xfB 
12. — £h5? It is a blunder ina 


difficult position. 13. &xh7}! 


13. — @xh7 14. Dg5f Axg5 15. 
Exh5f¢ £h6 16. Xf6!+— It is the 
point of the combination. 


13. 4x3 &g5 
a) 13. — 2xd4? 14. Ye4+— 
Bagirov, 


b) 13. —@xe5 14. Bxh7¢ &xh7 
15. dxe5 Wd3 16. Had1+ Bagi- 
rov 


14. Bad1 f67! 15. &xg5 fxgs 16. 
We3+ Morgado — Svenningson 
1984 


9. — 0-0 10. 0-0 f6 11. £e3 


11. &f4? Ac6 12. exf6 &xf6 13. 
d5 Aa5F Korchnoi 


11. — fxe5 12. AxeS A8d7 13. AB 
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c6 14. Wd2 We8 15. Bael Bd8 16. 
Yel Af6= Smyslov; 
B) 8. — &g4 


Black would rather have chosen an 
advancing move. 


9. c5 

For the line 9. Re3 “c6 see the 
variation 6. — Ac6 7. &e3 RFS 8. 
4\c3 e6.9. Af Ag. 


9.— Ad5 10. Re2 Ac6 11.00 Re7 
12. He4 0-0 13. AfgsS KFS 14. Bh5 
g6 15. &£3 b6 16. g4 &xe4 17. 
4\xe4a 


Pieri — Popov Rome 1990 


9. 243 
It is a natural and good reply. 


A) 9. £e3 c5 10. Yb3?! 


White connects this early move of 
the queen with the castling to the 
queen side, but its planned attack 
will come to a dead end along the 
opening d-file and the fact that its 
queen stands extremely clumsy on 
b3. 
10. Re2 Ac6 11. O-O cxd4 12. 
“xd4 xd4 13. &xd4 &c2 14. 
Wd2 Hc8 15. Ghl 0-0 16. b3 
&c5 17. ADS Rxd4 18. Axd4 
£26 19. &£3 Hc7= 


10. — 4c6 11. dxc5 “Ad7 12. 0-0-0 


0-0 13. &d3 


13. H£d6 It would have been more 
forceful. 13. — Bb80o 


13. — &xd3 14. Bxd3 &xcS 15. 
&f4 We8 16. Ded Re7 17. DAd6 
&xd6 18. Bxd6 AaS5 19. YWe2 
“\xc4F 


Wisniwski — Suder Poland 1990; 


B) 9. &d2? 


It is a serious mistake to condemn 
the bishop to defence on d2. 


9. — Ac6! 10. a3 Re7 11. Re3 0-0 
12. Re2 £6 13. 0-0? fxeS 14. dxeS 
AdTF 

Radtke — Siebenhaar 1983; 


C) 9. Re2 c5 10. 0-0 4c6 11. d5 


It is a constraint for the other moves 
would be disadvantageus for White. 


11. — &xc3 12. dxc6 Yxdl 13. 
Exdl &a5 14. d2?! 


14. cxb7 Choosing this simpler 
play would have led to White’s 
benefit. 14. — Hb8 15. &d2 
&xd2 16. Bxd2+ 


14. — &c2 15. cxb7 Hd8 16. Hfl 
4\d7 17. Db3 2b6 18. Rf4 Be4 19. 
&B &xPB 20. xB Bb8= 


The mutual weaknesses (the c5 and 


e5 pawns) are equalizing each other. 
Holmes — Santos Haifa 1989 
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Other moves do not cause problems 
to White. 

9. — &xd3? 

It is a faulty move for White gets 
further important tempos. 


10. Yxd3 c5 11. 0-0 h6 


11. — exd4 12. He4 H6d7 13. 
“fg5 Axe5 14. Yg3+ Timman 


12. De4 cxd4 13. cS Ac8 14. a3 
&a5 15. Ad6t Se7 16. Ags HB 17. 
“\gxf7+— 

Stutz — Payak Toronto 1984 


10. &xf5 exf5 


It leads to complications which are 
disadvantageous for Black. 
10. — cxd4 


This simple intermediate move 
offers Black more chances to make 


the play equal than the move of the 
main line. 


11. Yb3 


It results in an equal game, but 
Black can defend successfully in the 
cases of other lines, too. 


A) 11. Axd4 exf5 12. 0-0 0-0 13. 
A@xf5 Yxdl 14. Bxdl &xc3 15. 
bxc3 Axc4=; 


B) 11. 0-0 exf5! 12. &2g¢5 Wd7=; 


C) 11. &e4 dxc3 12. Wxd8t 
Sxd8 13. 0-0 Ac6 14. &xc6 
bxc6 15. Ags Se8!=; 


D) 11. &g5 Wd7 12. Wxd4 Wxd4 
13. Axd4 exf5 14. Axf5 0-0 15. 
4\d6 “c6= Sitdikov — Pavlov, 
corr. 1987 


11. —exf5 12. Yxb4 Ac6 13. Yb3 
dxc3 14. Yxc3 We7! 15. b3 


It is an inevitable move because of 
the weakness of the c4 pawn. 


15.— 0-0-0 16. 0-0 WcSt 17. &e3 
@d5 18. &xc5 Axc3 19. Ags 
“xe5= 


Varfolomeev — Pavlov 1987 


11. d5 


The advantage in development and 
the uncertain position of the balck 
king are adequate compensation for 
the c4 pawn being offered as a sac— 
rifice. 
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11. —- “\xe4 12. 0-0 4)b6 13. AbS 
00 


13. — 9\xd5?? 14. Ad6t+— 


14. a3 a5 15. Dd6 Wd7 16. &e3 
4\a6 17. Ah4 Ac7 18. Ahxf5+ 
Zakharchenko — Khromov Yalta 
1996 


3.3.4.3 — 2. &5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
A\b6 5. f4 dxe5 6. fxe5 Ac6 


1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 
‘\b6 5. £4 dxe5 6. fxe5 Ac6 


This move introduces the most 
wide-spread system of the ’four 
pawns’ Alekhine Defence. Since, on 
the one hand, this system seems to 
become extinct as for the modem 
tournament practice, and on the 
other hand, the variations because of 
their high complexity are rather 


complicated, thus we tried to ana— 
lyze the most significant and 
important opportunities only in 
accordance with the up-to-date 
demands. Black usually makes 
preparations for defence first and it 
tries to avoid White’s all tricks in 
the opening. When there are no 
more immediate threats, it starts an 
attack against the squares which 
became weakened possibly and the 
white pawn chain. But Black has to 
defend very accurately since White 
usually has a lot of tactical threats 
and motifs in the forming difficult 
positions. 


7. £e3 BF5 8. DAc3 e6 9. Af3 L2e7 


It is the most important line but 
there are other very interesting 
moves at Black’s disposal, too. 


A) 9. — &b4 

The bishop placed here is more 
active, but it will be missing in the 
defence of the dark squares later, in 
the case of the exchange on c3. 


10. £e2 0-0 11. 0-0 


11. Hcl By the experts it is 
stronger than 11. 0-0 but it does 
not lead to a win. 11. — Y¥d7 


11. — a5 12. &g5 Wd7 13.c5 
Dd5 14, 2d2 b6e Burgess 


12. a3 &xc3t 13. Bxc3 Had8 14. 
0-0 224 15. Gh]! &xfB 16. 2x 
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“xd4 17. &g5+ Bagirov 


11. — &xc3 12. bxc3 Aa5 13. Ad2 
Wd7 14. Bf4 


This move prepares a place for the 
queen. 
14. Hrs Wa4!? 15. Wl g6 16. 
c5£ Alburt 


14. — &p6 15. Wl 


It has got double intentions. On the 
one hand it protects the c4 pawn, on 
the other it puts pressure along the 
f-file. 


15. —c5 16. Ab3+; 


B) 9. — &g4 

Black’s move is inconsistent with an 
important basic principle that until 
we have finished the advance we 
should not move twice with the 
same pawn or piece. 


10. Yd2 


It is proved to be true by the expe— 
riences that White’s move is not 
adequate, Black has got enough 
play. 
10. Re2 &xf3 11. gxf3 Wh4t It is 
the essence of the system. 


11, — 8d7 It leads to a compli- 
cated position. 12. f4 Bd8 13. d5 
&b4 From Black’s point of view 
the events are favourable, it can 
finish its development just in 
time. 14. 2xb6 
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14. dxc6 Wxc6—+ 
14. — axb6 15. &f3 exdS 16. 
cxd5 Wh3 17. Se2 00m With 
mutual chances. 


12. &f2 {4 Now White has got 
two lines which are usually dif- 
ferent in the move order only, and 
they can tum to each other later. 
13. c5 


13. Wel White has a slight ini- 
tiative. 13. — Wrelf 14. Excl 
OW 15.5 
15. Hdl It is an elastic contin— 
uation. 15. — g6?! 16. a3 &h6 
17. b4 Hd7 18. Ae4 Hhd8 19, 


c5_ AdS 20. b5+ Valvo — 
Alburt Philadelphia 1988 


15. — 2d7 16. f4 


16. He4 Adb8 17. Ags Hd7 
18. &b5 h6 19. He4 g6 20. 0-0 
&27+ Byme — Alburt Berke— 
ley 1984 
16. — e717. &f3 D8 18. 0-0 
Abc6 19. Efd1 Db4= With solid 
defensive position. Murey — 
Bagirov Belgrade 1988; 


13. — Ad7 14. Yd3 (For the line 
14. Ycl see the variation 13. 
Wel.) 14. — f6 15. &e3 Wh4t 
16. &f2 Wh6 17. Re3 Wh3 18. 
exf6 “xf6 19. 0-0-0 0-0-0 20. 
Wc4 Ad5= It gives Black an 
equal play. Andersson,R—Alburt 
New York 1993; 


Alekhine Defence 


10. Wb4 
10. Y4d7 This continuation is 
considered to be the most 


demanding one for Black. 11. 
@e2 0-0-0 12. c5! &xf3 


12, — 2d5?! White has a dan- 
gerous initiative on the queen 
side. 13. Axd5 Wxd5 14. b4 a6 
15.a4+ 


13. cxb6 &xg2! 14. &b5! a6 


14. — &xh1?! 15. bxa7 And the 
promotion can only be hindered 
by sacrificing the queen moving 


15. — @xa7. 
15. Yxg2 axb5 16. bxc7? 


16. a4! b4 17. bxc7 Yxe7 18. 
2b5 Wd7 19. 0-O+ With plenti- 
ful compensation for the sacri— 
ficed pawn. 


16. — ¥¥xc7 17. 0-0 b4 18. Ae4 
f5! 19. AgS Wd7 20. Bacl &b8 
21. Hfd1 Shabalov — Kengis 
USSR 1987 21. — 4e7!! 22. Af7 
“Ad5 23. &g5 Re7 24. Axh8 
Exh8a 

11. a3 

A considerable weakening. Its 


drawbacks are obvious later. 


11. — &e7 12. De4 Wd7 13. Re2 
0-0-0 14.0-0-0 25 15. Dg3 Be6 
16. h4? 


It is a fault in a difficult position. 
(16. &d3<) 


16. — Abd! 


It is an excellent reply and after this 
White’s position cannot be saved. 


17. b3 Ac2 18. c5 He6! 19. 2d3 
Hiibner — Hort Biel 1987 


19. — Axa3 20. &b2 Axd3 21. 
Wxd3 &xc5—t; 


C) 9. — Ab4 

Black already goes into action by 
trying to explode the centre before 
the finishing of the advance. 


10. Bcl c5 11. Re2 &e7 


Here White gets a better play as 

well. 
11. — cxd4 The fact that the 
black queen side is undeveloped 
gives White better chances during 
the following double-edged 
fight. 12. Axd4 &g6 13.00 &c5 
14. AcbS 0-0 15. a3 Ac6 16. b4 
&xd4 17. &xd4 We5a 


12. 0-0 0-0 13. dxc5 “d7 14. a3 
4\c6 15. b4 AdxeS 16. AbS! 


The succes is guaranted by the con— 
siderable advantage on the queen 
side and the weakness of the d6 
square. 


16. — &d3 17. AxeS AxeS 18. 24 


18. 2d4! &xe2 19. Yxe2 Ac6 20. 
&c3+ Mikhailchishin 


18. — &xe2 19. Wxe2 Ad3 20. 
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Mcd1 “@xf4 21. Bxf4+ Mikhail— 
chishin — Karsa Lvov 1983; 


D) 9. — Yd7 

Black’s play is rather simple; after 
the long castling it puts further 
pressure on the d4 pawn. White has 
to be very prudent, because Black’s 
manoeuvres in the centre can easily 
be serious attack. 


10. d5 


It is a fault obviously. White does 
not realize that the opening d-file is 
favourable for Black after the 
castling to the queen side. 


a) 10. cl?! It is a thoughtless 
move for Black can have the 
advantage easily after it. 10. — 
&g4 11.05 Ad5 12. AxdS Wxd5 
13. &c4 Wed 14. Wd2 (After the 
apparently appealing move 14. 
We2 Black can carry on by 14. — 
4\d4!) 14. — &xf3 15. gxfB YxfB 
16. Hfl Wh5+ Velimirovic — 
Kupreichik Yugoslavia 1994; 


b) 10. &e2 It is a simple and good 
answer. 10. — 00-0 It is the 
more logical move; if Black has 
already chosen the variation with 
Wd7, it has to take the risk of 
castling to the queen side. 


10. — 2d8 It is less hazardous 
than the other line. 11. 0-0 This 
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natural move gives White the 
most chances. 


11. 4d It leads to equal posi— 
tions only. 11.— &e7 12. 0-0 
0-0 13. Had] f6= Bagirov 


1]. — &g4 12. Ags Axc4 13. 
Eixf7 
13. &f2 Making this move 
White would obviuosly have 
got a superior position. 13. — 
Re7 14. Axf7 Rxe2 15. Wxe2 
&xf7__16. Se3¢ e817. 
Yxc4t 
13. — Dxe3 14. Bed7 Ard! 15. 
Exed8t Dxd8 16. &xg4 De3 17. 
L£/3?! c6= Posch — Klinger 
Leutasch 1984 
11.0-0 
11, Wd2 £e7 


11.— &g4 12. cS White commits 
itself by this move to overtaking 
its structural weaknesses. 12. — 
4d5 After the exchanges the 
positions become approximately 
equal. 13. Axd5 Wxd5 14. Ags 
&xe2 15. Wxe2 DAxd4 16. Rxd4 
Wxd4t 17. Shl Wd2 18. Wxd2 
Hxd2 19. Bxf7 &xc5 20. DAxe6 
&d4= Ignatev — Chekhov 1978 


10. — exd5 11. cxd5 Ab4 12. Ad4 
{6xd5 


Black does not even shrink back 
from sacrificing a piece for the sake 


____ Alekhine Defence 


of opening the d-file. 
13. Axd5 Axd5 14. Axf5 0-0-0 15. 
Yd3 g6 16. Ad6t? 
16. Ag3 Dxe3 17. YWxe3 &cS! 
White’s position cannot be saved. 
18. YWf4 Bhe8s—+ 
16. — &xd6 17. exd6 Axe3—-+ 
Bullockus — Oakley 1984 


10. d5 
7 ay 
| vy 
, a 
2 
1 a 


By this move we arrived at one of 
the most aggressive variations of the 
four pawn Alekhine Defence. 


10. £e2 


It is the classical line which causes 
less excitement than the previous 
move. 


10. — 0-0 11. 0-0 f6 


It is the only adequate Black’s move 
of this line. Black can compensate 


the weakness of the e6 pawn by 
putting a pressure on the d4 pawn. 


12. exf6 

This is White’s most hopeful con— 

tinuation. 
A) 12. Yb3 fxe5 13. d5 Ad4 14. 
“\xd4 exd4 15. &xd4 &d6 16. 
“\b5+ (Of course 16. c5 is bad 
because of 16. — &h2!t.); 


B) 12. Hh4 fxe5 13. AxfS exf5 
14. d5 “d4 Black gives the pawn 
back for the sake of making the 
game equal easily. 15. &xd4 exd4 
16. Y¥xd4 “d7= Bagirov 


12. — &xf6 13. Wd2 
A) 13. &cl We7 14. &f2 Had8 
15. c5 Ad5 16. He1+; 
B) 13. h3 h6 14. Wd2 We7 15. 
Had1 Hae8 16. b3 Gh8 17. Ah20 


13. — We7 

A) 13. — &g4 14. Had] &xfB 
Black starts a counter attack. 15. 
&xf3 It could not be captured by 
the bishop because of the hanging 
c4 pawn. 15. — e5 16. d5 “Ad4 
17. &xd4 exd4 18. AbS We7 19. 
&fl &e5F; 

B) 13. — 3f7?! It proves to be a 
plan of doubtful value. 14. Had] 
8d7 15. cS Ad5 16. AxdS exd5 
17. AeS5 BxeS 18. Bxf5+ 


14. Had! Bad8 15. Yel 
It is the best to leave the d—file end— 
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ing the pinning of the d4 pawn 
immediately. 
15. b3 &g6 16. Yel Sh8 17. b3 
Hd7 18. &g5 Axd4 19. Axd4 
Exd4 20. &xf6 Exd1 21. &xg7t= 
Schmittdiel — Appel Germany 
1997 


15. — h6 
Both sides start to manoeuvre in the 


usual way. 


15. — Hfe8 It is inaccurate, the 
rook perhaps stands better on the 
f-file. 16. &h1 


16. Hf2!? &g6 17. b3+ Stein 


16. —h8 17. b3 &g6 18. Bfel 
W7 19. c5! Ad5 20. RB5 Ace7 
21. &c4 c6 22. HeS+ Honfi — 
Vukic Bajnok 1978 


16. hl @h8 17. h3 Bh7 


You have to give the evidence of a 
maximum patience in such posi— 
tions. 


18. Bfel 


18. &g1 White has to set asside 
its minor pieces that it can get 
hold of the e6 pawn. 18. — Efe8 
19. Hfel WE7 20. c5 Ad5 21. &b5 
“db4 22. a3 a6 23. axb4 axbS= 
Timman 


18. — WF7 19. Hd2 e5 20, d5o 
Suetin — Bagirov Biel 1997 


10. — exd5 
10. — Ab4 


The drawback of this move occurs 
quite frequently in the practice is 
that because of the lack of the 
moves exd5 cxd5 the d5 pawn can- 
not be captured directly by the 
knights. 


11. Bcl £6 


A) 11. — exd5 (For the line 11. 
—c5 12. a3 exd5 13. axb4 d4 see 
the current variation.) 12. a3 


12. &xb6!? It gives White 
excellent chances but you have 
to consider thoroughly if you 
exchange such a valuable bish— 
op. 12. —axb6 13.a3 Da6 14. 
cxd5 0-0 15. &xa6 bxa6 16. 0-0 
Sc5f 17. Sh1 Be 18. Bal 
gd 19. Wd3 Bc5 20. b4 Be7 
21. Ad4+ 


12. — c5 13. axb4 d4 14. &xd4 
cxd4 Apparently this position 
seems to be pleasant for Black, 
but the theory queries this 
assumption. 15. Axd4 


15. Wxd4 &xb4 16. c5 And it 
turns out that the co-operation 
of the black pieces is not appro— 
priate. (16. "40 Timman) 16. 
— Axc3f 17. Bxc3 

17. bxc3 Ad7 18. Yd6 


18. — Was 19. c6 bxc6 20, 
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It closes the fifth rank and the 
way of the queen to c5. 21.— 


YYb6 22. e6 fxe6 23. Axc6+— 
18. — We7@ Bagirov 


17. — 2d5 18. £b5¢ &d7 19. 
Sxd7} 


a) 19. c6 &f8 20. Ha3t 


Timman; 
b) 19. Wxd5 &xb5 20. Yxb7 
Eb8 21. Wxa7 0-0 22. Sf2 
&¢6@ Bagirov 
19. — Wyxd7 20. Hd3 Bd8 21. 
0-0 0-0 22. Efdl~ Bagirov 
15. — &g6 
15. — 8 Black defends in a 
tactical way but White can avoid 
the excitements as it does not 


have to capture the bishop at all 
costs. 16. We2 


16. @xf5!? After this move 
the chances are equal. 16. — 


WxeS5t 17. Re2 Wxf5 18. c5 
Ad7 19. Ad5~ 


16. — £g6 17.c5 Bd7 18. c6 


a) 18. e6 De5 19. Wb5t Sf8 
20. exf7 a6 21. We8to Nunn; 


b) 18. Ad5 &g5 19. c6 0-0 20. 
cxd7 &xcl] 21, e6 Nunn 


18. — bxc6 19. Axc6 !b7 20. 
@d5+ Nunn 


16. c5 0-0 It is an original idea. 
17. cxb6 &xb4 18. Ye4 Yxb6s 
And it is a rather exciting position 
despite the extra piece because of 
the vulnerable white king stuck in 
the middle. 


B) 11. — 0-0 12. a3 a6 13. 
&d3! &xd3 14. Yxd3 f6 15. exf6 
&xf6 16. 0-0 The passivity of the 
a6 knight leaves its mark on 
Black’s position. 16. — exd5 17. 
4xd5 @xd5 18. cxdS+ 


12. a3 Daé 13. g4 


White can even put a rook into 
action to attack the opponent’s king 
along the opening g-file in returm 
for the pawn. 


13. exf6?! To open the position in 
the centre is rather grist to 
Black’s mill. 13. — &xf6 14. 
“d4 0-0 15. dxe6 &xd4 16. 
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WYxd4 We7o 


13. — &xg4 14. Bel Bh5 15. Re2 
fxe5 16. Axe5 &xe2 17. Yxe2 0-0 
18. 4/g4+ Velimirovic 


11. exd5 


11. &xb6 


It is not too logical to part with the 
bishop pair, but, in spite of it Black 
must be very cautious, since 
White’s attack against the black 
king often becomes extremely dan— 
gerous. 


11. — axb6 12. cxd5 Ab4 13. Ad4 
Here White has the chance to 
choose several interesting continua— 
tions, but it is the &g6 which seems 
to be adequate among them. 


13. — &g6 
This move offers Black the best 
counter—chances. 


A) 13. — &c8?! It is abad idea of 
Black to hold its bishop on the 
diagonal h3-—c8 by all means. 14. 
a3 
14. Bb5f¢ c6 15. a3 cxb5 16. 
axb4 Exal 17. Wxal &xb4 18. 
0-0 0-0 19. Ddxb5 YWe5+ and 
Black’s prospects are better. 


14.— @xd5 15. &bSt SFB 16. 
Wf3 &c5 17. Hfl! f6 18. 000 
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+— Velimirovic — Kovacevic 
Yugoslavia 1981; 


B) 13. — &d7? It closes the way 
of the queen along the d—file. 14. 
a &c5 15. APB Aa6 16. b4t; 


C) 13. — &e4!? Black takes the 
chance provided by the tactical 
motif. 14. Axe4 


14.d6? Bh4p—+ 


14. — Yxd5 White is threatened 
by both moves 15. — We4 and 
15. — Wd4. 15. AbS5t c6 16. 
“Ad6t &xd6 17. exd6 0-0 18. 0-0 
cxbS5 19. AfS Wxdl 20. Haxdlo 
Cafferty 


14. d6 


14. &bS5t c6 15. dxc6 0-0! 16. 
cxb7 b8 Some sacrificed pawns 
seem to be unimportant compared 
to the weaknesses in White’s 
position. 17. Ac6 Axc6 18. &xc6 
We7 19, Ad5 Kh4t 20. g3 Yxc6 
21. gxh4 Yxb7+ Murey — Palat— 
nik Palma 1989 


14. — &xd6 


A) 14. — &h4f Black has sever— 
al opportunities to sacrifice a 
piece, but it appears to be the 
most effective. 15. g3 0-0 16. a3 
c5 


Alekhine Defence 


The chance to sacrifice another 
piece is given by the excellent 
cooperation of the black pieces. 
17. &f2 Wrxes5 18. AZ We5Sf 19. 
Wd4 Wrxd4t 20. Axd4 &f6 21. 
£d1 2d3f—-+ Carlsson—Kuhn— 
rich 1985 


17. AP Ac2t 18. Sf2 Ags 19. 
&d3 Dxal 20. &xg6 hxg6 21. 
Wxal £h6 22. Wa2 Wd7 23. Wd5 
Murey — Kovacevic Hastings 
1981 23. — Hae8!F Burgess; 


B) 14. — 0-0 15. a3 
15. dxe7 Wxe7+ It is true, that 
Black has only a pawn in return 
for the piece, but White’s 
defence is almost hopeless in 
spite of the tactical motifs. 


15. — cxd6 16.axb4 Exal 17. 
Wxal dxe5 18. AB &xb4 It is 
difficult to give White a good 


piece of advice how to save the 
game. 19. Y¥d1 


19. Wad Wd6F 
19. — Wf6 20. Wb3 Wf4 21. 


&e2o Chandler — Kengis Yur—- 
mala 1983 


15. exd6 0-0 16. dxc7 Yxc7 17. 
&b5 Had8 18. 0-0 Ac2! 

An interesting material distribution 
came into being, in which Black has 
the advantage by its more active 
pieces. 


19. Wxc2 &xc2 20. Axc2 Hd2F 
Majeric — Rogulj Zagreb 1981 


11. — DAb4 12. Ad4 &d7 


12. — &c8 


An unexpected retreat of the black 
bishop. It does not seem to be imag— 
inable that Black can get off it with— 
out being punished. 


13. &bSt 6 


13. — @f8 Black has an 
extremely original plan. 14. e6!? 
“6xd5 15. WhS fxe6 16. 0O-Of 
&£f6 17. &g5> Finkel,A 


14. dxc6 0-0 15. 0-0 Yc7 16. cxb7 
&xb7 17. We4+ 


White refuses to have an extra pawn 
and get a very dangerous attack in 
exchange for it on the king side. 
Morozevich — Bratchenko Russia 
1997 
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13. e6 


A) 13. 8B 


The basis of White’s move are quite 
simple. It attacks the f7 point 
directly and gives its king the 
chance to castle to the queen side. 


13.— ¢5 


It is the best move ending the har— 
mony of the white pieces in the cen— 
tre. 


13. — 0-0 14. a3 c5 15. axb4 

cxd4 16. &xd4 &xb4= Alburt 
14. dxc6 

14. e6 0-0! 


14. — bxc6 


Black got a satisfactory play by 
using simple means: it had got the 
d5 square and made White’s king 
position as vulnerable as that it has. 


15. Re2 
15. a3 c5 16. axb4 cxd4 17. &xd4 
0-0= Hartston 
15. — 0-0 16. 0-0 “6d5 17. &f2 
We7 
It attacks the weak e5 pawn. 
18. a3 Axc3 19. bxc3 Ad5S 20. c4 


“b6 21. We4 Hae8 22. Rg3 Bc5o 
Alavkin — Kravtsov Russia 1997; 


B) 13. Wb3 


The play is similarto the line 13. 
£3, although here Black has some 


difficulties in controlling the d5 
square. 


13. —c5 14. dxc6 bxc6 15. 0-0-0 


Black now must protect itself 
against the threat 16. e6 by all costs. 


15. Hd1 It is unusual, that White 
does not connect the move Hd1 to 
castling to the queen side. 15. — 
“6d5 
15. — 24d5? 16. 2xc6! &xc6 
17, Bb5!+ 


16. Axd5 @xd5 17. &c4 Hb8 18. 
Wd3 Axe3 19. YWxe3 WaSt 20. 
Hd2 White has concentrated con— 
siderable forces against the black 
king, what starts series of tactical 
blows with sacrifices. 20. — &b4 
21. &xf7t &e7 


21. — dxf7 22. 0-00 


22. Yg5t &xf7 23. 0-0f &g8 24. 
APS &2xf5 25. Yxf5 Timman — 
Kovacevic Wijk aan Zee 1980 25. 
— h6!= White has to resign itself 
to a draw with perpetual checks. 


15. — 6d5 


a) 15. — We7 16. &c4 Axc4 
17. Yxc4 Yxe5 18. Zhel 0-0 19. 
a3 4d5 20. &xc6?! It opens the 
c-file where its king and queen 
are standing. 20. — &xc6 21. 
“xd5 &xa3! The point!. 22. bxa3 
Hfc8 23. AcS Rxd5 24. Bxed 
&xc4 25. Sb2 f6+ Tsarev — Pa— 
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lattik Kiev 1989; 


by tS. 45? 10. \xcO @.xc6 
17. bxbo wpSt 18. oc2+ Alburt 


lo. cd 0 OP! 
It proves to be an important loss of 
time. 
16. — Hb8!? 17. axd5 Axd5 18. 
&xd5 Exb3 19. &xb3 Rg5o0 
Ljubojevic 
17. Axc6 &xc6 18. AxdS KRxd5 19. 
&xd5 Yc7t 20. Yc3! 


White does not give Black the e5 
pawn. 


20. — Wa5 21. Sbl+ 


Black has no enough compensation 
for the pawn. Ljubojevic — Rogulj 
Yugoslavia 1978 


13. — fxe6 14. dxe6 2c6 15. Wg4 


Z , 4y 
wy Cy ‘ 
“WG: 

Wl, wwe, 

q q G 


A) 15. WhSt 


A remarkable move, since the black 
king gets stuck in the middle. 


15.— g6 16. Wh6 &f6 


a) 16. — ¥7d6? It loses easily. 17. 
We7 0-0-0 18. a3 H4d5 19. 
Be4+—; 


b) 16. — 44d5?! Now White has 
the advantage again. 17. “xc6 
bxc6 18. 0-0-0+; 


c) 16. — &h4t 17. g3 26 


17. — &xh1? 18. gxh4 WY6 19. 
O-O—0+ 


18. 0-0-0 Ye7 19. a3 “4d5 20. 
“\xc6 bxc6 21. AxdS “@xd5 22. 
Exd5+ Black has an extra 
exchange but it cannot be too 
happy with it, since its king posi— 
tion is not safe at all, and it is 
almost impossible to escape from 
the grasp of the white bishop pair 
and the e6 pawn. 


17. 0-0-0 We7 18. a3 A4d5 19. 
4&\xc6 bxc6 20. Axd5 “Axd5 21. 
Exd5! 


The motif is the same as it was in 
the previous line. 


21. —cxd5 22. RbS5t Sd8 23. Hf! 
Efe 
23. — c6 24. Exf6 cxbS 25. 
Exp6! 


24. Bxf6 Bxf6 25. Be5 Bb 26. 
£d7 WeSt 27. &bl Bxb2t= 
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And Black saves the game by giving 
perpetual checks. Filipenko—Glei— 
zerov USSR 1987; 


B) 15. a3 D4d5 16. WE Rf6!20 
Nunn 


15. — Ah4t 16. g3 &xhl 
16. — 2f6? 


It is a move of dubious value, for 
Black has no time to withdraw. 


17.0-04 &xh! 18. Af Bxdlt 
18. — Axa2t 

19. Wxdl &c6 20. Axg7t &xg7 

21. WhSt &d8 22.4 e5t Sc8 23. 

Wxg7+ 

Martin,A — Rivas Malaga 1981 


17. 0-0-0 


( We =f 
Ly Wy Yi), WL 
iL ty ty “yyy 
Z ys a, 
G 


This is the most complex continua— 
tion. 


17. &bSt 


This move, rarely applied in the 
tournament pratice, is a very inter— 
esting one creating mutual chances 
for the opponents by the present 
stage of the theory. It is highly rec— 
ommended for those who like ana— 
lyzing the game at home or in 
workshops, since the chess players 
looking for novelties are still con- 
cemed by this move. 


17. —c6 


17. — &c6?! 18. 0-0-0 Yf6 19. 
gxh4 0-0 20. &g5 WeS 21. e7 
Hfe8 22. Af54 And Black prac— 
tically lost the game despite its 
extra exchange, which is not sur— 
prising taking its weak king posi— 
tion into account. 


18. 0-0-0 0-0 19. gxh4 h5?! 


The basic idea of Black’s move is to 
deflect the white queen from 


‘ attacking the g7 square which caus— 


es a lot of troubles otherwise. 


19. — Y4f6 To take away from the 
line of effect of the battery on the 
d-file is a logical move. 20. &g5 
Wes 
20. — Yf2!? 21. e7 cxb5 Black 
must give White the material 
back if it does not want to face 
some problems. 22. exf8W 
f8 23. We2 YWre2 24. Ddxe2 
Sf3 25. Be7 Be8 26. Bxb4 
S&xe2= Kovacevic 
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21. e7 cxb5 


21. — He8 22. Af5 h5 23. 
xb4+ 


22. “f5 White makes a move 
having the most chances, but 
Black’s pieces come in time 
again. 22. — “xa2t 23. “xa2 
Hfc8t 24. Ac3 Bxc3t+ Roth — 
Etmans 1986 


20. Yg3 cxb5 21. Re5 Wb8 22. 7 
He8 23. Exh?! 


It is not a stnking mistake. 


23. Yxb8 White should have 
made this move leaving the g—file 
open. 23. — Haxb8 24. Exhl 
Xbc8 25. Sb] a6 26. Eglt Ko— 
vacevic 


23. — Wxg3F 
Velimirovic — Kovacevic Yugos— 
lavia 1984 


17. — Wf6 18. gxh4 0-0 19. £e2 


A) 19. &b5S 

This move has an advantage attack— 
ing the e8 square, where the white 
pawn can promote, and the draw— 
back at the same time that it is 
exposed the bishop to dangers in 
some cases standing here without 
defence. 


19. — WeS 20. &h6 


It is an unclear move which is for 


benefit of Black after the exchanges. 


20. &g5 cS 21. e7 cxd4 22. 
exf8t Exf8 Veréczi — Alek— 
sandria Wijk aan Zee 1977 23. 
Exhl 


23. Wxd4 Dxa2t! 
Wxb5 25. Dc3 Webs 


23. — a5 


23. —dxc3! 24. Wxb4 cxb2¢ 25. 
&bI Ad5 26. Yc4 Bf2!e (White 
is threatened by 27. — We4f!! 
which can only be saved by 27. 
Mc8¢ HY8 28. Yc4 =. So both 
sides have to be resigned to a 
draw.) Krantz — Niederkopft 
1978 


24. Wed 
24. We2 Wc7 25. Webs Sh8 26. 
£{f1+— exploiting Black’s weak— 
ness on the back rank. 

24. — Axa2t 25. &c2 Bf2t 26. 


&b3 Exb2t 27. &a3 Exb5 28. 
Wxe5 Bxe5 29. Axa2o 


20. — c5 21. Bgl cxd4 22. Yxg7t 
Yxg7 23. &xe7 Hf2 24. Rxd4t He2 
25. Bxhl+ 


Kveynis — Panchenko USSR 1979; 


24. Dxa2 


B) 19. &g5 
It is a double-edged line in which 
Black giving the material advantage 
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Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Df 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 


back has a powerful play with its It is an excellent move which is for 


pieces. White’s only hope is in the 
c6 pawn. 


19. — Yxfl 20. Bxfl 


20. e7? Making a mistake in a 
difficult position. 20. — Axa2t 
21. DAxa2 We4t 22. Ac3 Hfl 23. 
h5 c5 24. We6t Wxe6 25. Axe6 
Exdlt 26. &xd1 &f3t—-+ Alburt 


20. — Exflt 21. Ad] Ad3t 22. 
wec2 Aelt 23. &c3 


Now a very complicated position 
comes into being. 


23. — c5 24. APS DAdSt 25. ded 
QB 26. We3 Ab6to 


19. — We5 


The queen in the centre is very 
strong. 


19. — &c6? 


It would be a blunder, for it gives 
White the chance to have a winning 
position with a nice ending. 


20. &g5 WeS 21. e7 Hf2 22. Axc6 
Axc6 23. &c4t DAxc4 24. Wxc4t 
@h8 25. YWxc6+— 


20. £g5 £d5 21. e7 Hf7! 


Black’s benefit. 


Oe Wii 
“7, GY My, 

Yy ty ay 

“ible We i; 
ts Sey i) 
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, Yay 
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The other two opportunities are also 
deserving attention. 


A) 21. — Hfe8 22. AxdS Wxd5 23. 
As Yc5ta; 
B) 21. — &f2 22. a3 c5a 


22. a3 
22. Af3?! 


It loses at once. 


22. — @xa2t 23. Axa2 Wxe2—+ 
Bol — Diepstraten 1979 


22. —Ac6 23. Axd5 Axd5 24. &c4 
Acxe7 25. Af3 Exf3 26. Wxf3 c6+ 


And Black has the chance to defend 
itself successfully and to keep its 
better position. 
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Chapter 4 
1. e4 £6 2. e5 Ad5S 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 


4.1 — 4. Df3 c6 5. Be2 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 
c6 


ay 
YN 
GUY: 


It is the basic position of the solid 
variation. Its main advantage is that 
it has slight theory, so it can be put 
into the repertoire easily. But it has 
a drawback too, since in the case of 
White’s accurate play passive posi— 
tions come into being for black and 
it is difficult to find any counter 
activity. The idea of this move is 
obvious, once White move c4 the 
black knight can withdraw on c7 
from where it can be put into action 
sooner than from the square b6. 


4. — £f57! 
It is a move without any purposes. 


White has several chances to get the 
advantage. 

5. &d3 

Perhaps it is the simplest. 


5. — Wd7 
5. — B46. h3 BhS? 7. 24 Bp6 
8. &xg6 hxg6 9. e6+ 

6. 0-0 Ab4?! 


6. — Ac6 7. c4 &xd3 8. Yxd3 
{\b6 9. exd6 exd6 10. Helt+ 
Bagirov 


7. &xfS Wxf5 8.c3! Ac2 9. HAh4 
Wed 10. Ad2 Yd3 11. Bb1 dxe5 12. 
4\df3! Ab4 


12. — Yxd1 13. Bxdl exd4 14. 
Ed2 g5 15. Axgs £h6 16. f4 De3 
17. Bxd4+ Videki 


13. Rd2 A4c6 14. YWb3t 
Kavalek — Ljubojevic Lanzarote 
1973 (Sokolov) 


5. Re2 dxe5 


For the line 5. — &g4 see the vari— 
ation 4.— &g45. Re2 c6 

A) 5. — 86 6.0-0 

For the line 6. c4 “c7 7. exd6 see 
the variation 5. c4 


6. — &g7 7. Hel dxe5 8. Axe5 Ad7 
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9. Af3 0-0 10. &f1 c5?! 
Black tries to be active too early. 


11. c4 Ac7 12. Ac3 cxd4 13. Axd4 
Ab6 14. &e3 eS 15. AdbS AxbS 16. 
&\xbS5 &d7 17. &c5+ 


Godena — Lukasiewicz Cannes 
1997; 
B) 5. — 4d7 6. 0-0 dxe5 7. dxe5 
4\c5 8. c4 Ac7 
8. — Ab4!? 9. Wxd8t &xd8 10. 
&e3 Ad7 11. Bel!+ 
9. Yxd8t &xd8 10. Ag5! &e8 11. 
Be3! A7e6 12. Axe6 Axe6 13. £44 
Stoica 


6. Axe5 
6. dxe5 &£5 7. Ad4!? 
7.0-0 e6= 


7. — e6 8. Axf5 exf5 9. 0-0 Ad7 
10. &c4 A7b6 11. &b3 We7 


11. — &c5 12. Wf3+ Smirin — 
Zelcic Struga 1995 


12. We2 00-0» 
With mutual chances. 


6. — “d7 


6. — 967. 04 


A) 7. Ad2 Bg7 8. DAdf3 Ad7 9. 
0-0 


9. Dd3 
9. — &xe5 10. Axe5 0-0 11. c4 
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“c7 12. Re3 c5 13. f4 cxd4 14. 
Wxd4 Wxd4 15. &xd4 £f5 16. 
&f3 Hfd8 17. Re3 £6 18. Ag4= 
Golubev — Miles Biel 1994; 


B) 7. 0-0 &g7 8. Ad2 
8. c4 Db6 
8. — Ac7 9. &e3 0-0 10. 
Ac3t 
9. Ac3 0-0 10. £e3 Ke6 11. b3 
28d7 12. APB Ag4t; 
8 —00 9. Adf3 &f57! 
9. — Dd7 
10. c4 Ab6 
10. — 2b4!? 11. Wb3 Dc2 12. 
Wxb7 (6! 13. Dd3 Dd7 14. Hb1 
e5@ with the plan of the further 


moves 15. dxe5 &xd3 16. &xd3 
4c5 Sulskis,S 


11. Wb3 A8d7 12. Af4 c5 13. 
We3! Wc8 14. Hadl cxd4 


14. — a5?! 15. Hd2 f6 16. Axd7 
@xd7 17. Dh4!+ Black’s posi- 
tion is suspicious. Sulskis — 
Kengis Riga 1995 


15. Axd4 AxeS 16. Rxe5 &xeS 
17. Yxe5 f6 18. He e5 19. Axf5 
Yxf5 20. c5+ Sulskis 


7. — &c7 8. Ac3 


8. Re3 Be7 9. Ad2? c5! 10. 
Adf3Z cxd4 11. Wa4tO b5!F 
Garcia,Gi — Miles Matanzas 
1994 


Alekhine Defence 


8. -— &g7 9. Re3 0-0 10. 0-0 c5 
10. — 4d7 11. f4 AxeS 12. dxe5 
f6!? Hernandez, Gi 

11. DfB cxd4 12. &xd4 £h6?! 

It is an unreasonable move in this 

situation. 

12. — &xd4 13. Y¥xd4 Yxd4 14. 
&xd4t 


13. &c5! Ac6 14. Ad5S He8 15. YYb3 
e6 16. Ae3+ 


Hernandez,Gi — Miles Linares 
1994 


7. DEB g6 8. c4 Ac7 9. Ac3 &g7 10. 
0-0 0-0 


-|“~ NYO 8 fF OF DN @ 


11. £e3 
A) 11. &f4 5 


11.— 4e6 12. 23 We7 13. Wd2 
Hd8 14. Bad] eS 15. d5 Ag4= 
Ekstr6m — Zelcic Mitropa Cup 
1995 

12. dxc5 He6 13. Re3 Axc3! 


13. — AexcS 14. We2 a5 15. 
a3!?+ 


14. bxc3 Adxc5 15. Ad4 &d7 16. 
£41? Ae4 

16. — f5 
17. &£3 D6cS 18. Ab3 Hc8 19. 
Wd4! &c6!= 
Watson — Baburin Kilkenny 1994 
Baburin; 


B) 11. Hel c5 12. d5 bS!= 13. cxbS 
Ab6 14. &e3 DAbxdS 15. Axd5 
Axd5 16. &xc5 &xb2 17. &c4 &b7 
18. Hb] &f6 19. 2d4! e6 20. &xf6 
Wxf6= 


de Firmian — Miles Chicago 1994 


11. — e5 


11. — @f6 12. h3 Dce8 13. Wb3 
4\d6 14. Had1+ 


Nunn — Ghinda Hamburg 1984 
12. d5 exd5 13. cxd5 Ab6 14. &c5 
He8 15. d6 He6 16. &a3t 


The d6 pawn gives White a slight 
advantage. 
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__Chapter 4 — 1. 4 #f6 2. e5 AdS5 3. d4 dé 4. AF 


4.2 — 4. Df3 c6 5. 4 


1. e4 Df6 2. eS AdS5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
c6 5. c4 Ac7 


msn a 
Lys Wh YW: 


tj 
Yi 


Z 


UGG, 


6. h3! 


A) 6. exd6 


It is an undemanding continuation. 

Now Black can develop its king side 

without problems. White should 

have waited for the Black’s moves 

g6 or Ad7. 

6. — exd6 7. h3 
7. d5 &e7 8. Ac3 0-0 9. Re3 KF6 
10. Wd2 cxd5 11. cxd5 &g4 12. 
Re2 He8 13. 0-0 Ad7 14. h3 
&hS5 15. 47! Re6 16. g5 &xc3 
17. bxc3 “c5F White’s pawn 
structure is not worth much. 
Blatny — Kengis Bem 1995 


7. — &f5 8. Ac3 Re7=; 


B) 6. £e2 g6 


For the line 6. — &g4 see the vari— 
ation 4. — &g4 


7. exd6! Yxd6 
7. — exd6 8. &g5 &e7 9. Rh6+ 


8. Ac3 &g7 9. Re3 Aba6 10. 
wWd2t; 


C) 6. &e3 dxe5 7. AxeS Ad7 8. 
Dd3 g6 9. Ad2 &g7 10. Af3 0-0 
11. Re2 Ae6 12. 0-0 Ab6 13. Ab4 
We7 14. Yel a5 15. Ac2 Bd8 16. 
Hdl Aa4 17. Bbl c5 18. d5 Afs 19. 
Af4 Yb6 20. Ae3t 


White’s pieces are arranged more 
harmoniously. Slobodjan — Giin-— 
ther, Minster 1996 


6. — dxe5 


A) 6. — g6 7. exd6 Yxd6 8 Ac3 
&g7 9. Re3 0-0 10. Yd2 Abaé 11. 
Rf4t 


Lanka — Agafonov USSR 1980; 


B) 6. — d7 7. exd6 exd6 8. Ac3 
Ke7 9, Rd3+ 


7. Dxe5 Ad7 8. Af3 g6 9. Ac3 &e7 
10. £e2 0-0 11. &f4 Deb 


11. — e5 12. dxe5 Ae6 13. Kh2 
Yb6 

Fercec — Zelcic Makarska 1994 
14. Yc2+ Videki 


12. &e3 Ye7 13. Wel! c5 14. dxc5 
Adxc5 15. 0-0 &xc3 16. Yxc3 Af4 
17. &d1 
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Alekhine Defence 


17. Bfel!? “\xe2t 18. Bxe2+ 5. c4! 
17. fo?! A) 5. Re2 dxe5 6. AxeS AxeS 7. 
dxeS &f5=; 


17. 2dd8 18. “d4 Heda 


18. \d4! a6 19. RF3!+ 

White definitely stands better. 
Anand — Suba Palma de Mallorca 
1989 Anand 


B) 5. &b5 a6 


The double pawns on the c-file do 
not cause problems, even they 
strengthen Black’s centre, while the 
bishop will be missing in the open— 
ing positions. 


4.3.1 — 4. Df3 Dc6 5.c4 D6 6. 6. Axc6t 


ae? 6. Bad Db6 7. Axc6t bxc6 8. 
1. e4 AF6 2. &5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 0-0 &g4 9. We2 Wd7 10.h3 &h5 
ANc6 11. Dc3 e6 12. &g5 d5! Black 
gets an excellent play in the cen— 
tre. 13. Had1 

13. Be3 c5 14. dxc5 Dc4t 

13. — c5 14. dxc5 &xc5 15. 
“e4 Re7 16. g4?! 26 17. &xe7 
Wxe7 18. Ag3 0-0 19. Ad4 c5 
20. Adf5 exf5 21. gxf5 


This variation tries to divert from 
the positionally based continuation 
which is typical of the lines after the 
move Af3. White can only be ‘ 


WY, 

effective if it accepts the glove and CY a7 
starts to play chess aggressively. In 
the case of accurate play Black has 
troubles in several lines, so this 


continuation cannot be offered. 21. — &xf5! 
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21. — Yg5?! 22. frg60 Lastin 
— Dyachkov 1996 
22. AxfS5 Weé! 23. Wed g6 24. 
Dh6t &g7 25. Wxe6 fxe6 26. 
“\g4 Hf4> Having a considerable 
benefit in the endgame. 


6. — bxc6 7. c4 
7. h3 &£5 8. Da3 e6 9. Ac4 Ke7 
10. Ye2 0-0 11. 0-0 d7 12. 
Ha5 EBfb8 13. a3 c5 14. c4 Wad! 
15. &d2 Af4 16. We3 Ad3 17. b4 
Wd7 18. exd6 cxd6 19. Habl 
&d8!F Oll — Komarov 1984 


7. — Db6 8. b3 AS 9. 0-0 e6 10. 
&b2 Be7 11. He2 0-0 12. Abd? a5 
13. a4 Ad7 14. Bfd1 Be8 15. Hacl 
Wb8 16. h3 dxe5 17. AxeS Axe5 
18. Yxe5 c5!F Slobodjan —Var-— 
ga,Z Budapest 1994 


5. — Abb 6. £e2!? 


Uy 


wes , » 
Baha 


% eo 


J 
G 


It seems to be a stereotyped, force— 


less move, so it is difficult to find 
previous examples of it. But it is a 
quite cunning move, by my opinion 
and it is worth dealing with it. 


A) 6. Ac3 &g4 7. exd6 cxd6 
7. — exd6!= 


8. &e3 e6 9. h3 BhS 10. d5! exd5 
11. cxd5 AeS 12. Rb5¢ Abd7 


- Y© @O© FF A DN DW 


13. AxeS! Rxdl 14. Rxd7t &e7 15. 
Ac6f! bxc6 16. dxc6 Wa5 17. Exdl 
Hd8 18. b4! Yxb4 19. 0-0 Yxc3 20. 
d4 Wc4 21. Hfelt Web 22. &xe6 
fxe6 23. Hb1+— and White’s win is 
well-deserved. Zhelnin — Dyach— 
kov Orel 1996 


B) 6. exd6 exd6 7. d5 


a) 7. Re3 Re7 8. Re2 


8. De3 Lg49.h3 Bxf3 10. Wxf3 
0-0 11. h4 &f6 Videki 12. 
0-0-0 He8 
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8. — &g4 9. d5 &xf3 10. &xf3 
BHe5 11. Re2 0-0 12. Ad2 f5 13. 
f4 Dp4 14. &xg4 fxg4 15.00 
Wd7 16. Yc2+ Kobaliya — Ni- 
kolaev St Petersburg 1997; 


B) 7. Re2 &e7 8. dS He5 9. 
4)xe5 dxe5 10. 0-0 0-0 11. “c3 
f5 12. f4 AcSt 13. Ghl 4 14. 
bl a5 15. b3 &d7 16. Wc2 We7 
17. Bdl c6 18. dxc6 &xc6= 
Rublevsky — Morozevich Mos— 
cow 1996 


7. — De5 8. Ad4 
8. AxeS dxeS 9. Rd3 Lb4F 10. 
4\c3 0-0 11. 0-0 f5@ Przewoznik 
— Bohm Polanica Zdroj 1980 


8.—c5 
8. — &e7 9. Re2 0-0 10. b3 c5!= 


Gurevich, V — Pogorelov USSR 
1988 


9. dxc6 “xc6= 


Planning the further move d5. Po— 
gorelov. 


6. — dxe5 


This is the only move which does 
not tum into other variation, but 
here White has an exciting chance 
sacrificing its pawn. For the line 6. 
— &g4t see the variation 4. — 
&g4. 


6. — g6 7. exd6 cxd6 8. d5!? 


For the line 8. “c3 &g7 see the 
variation 4. — g6 


8. — He5 9. DxeS5+ 


7. d5! Ad4 8. Axd4 exd4 9. Yxd4 


The queen is standing in the centre 
marvelously. Black meets great dif— 
ficulties if it wants its c8 bishop to 
bring into play and intends to castle. 


9. — e6 


10. 0-0 


10. Ac3 c6 11. &f3 exd5 12. cxd5 
&e6 13. 0-0 cxd5 14. Hel Wd7 15. 
&pe5+ h6 16. &h4 Hc8 17. Dxd5 
c4 18. Bxe6t Yxe6 19. Ac7F 1-0 


Kovacevic,A — Zlatic Yugoslavia 
1994 


10. — c6 
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__Chapter 4 — 1. e4 ®f6 2. e5 Ad5 3.d4d64. A 


10. — exd5 11. c5 Ad7 
11. — Bc4 12. c65 
12. &b5 c6 13. elf Re7 14. Wxg7 


BB 15. Be5 £6 16. Be2 Dxc5 17. 
QhSt 2d7 18. Bet eB 19. RHOS 


11. 4c3 exd5 12. cxd5 “Axd5 13. 
Edi [6 


13. — Se7? 14. Axd5 exd5 15. 
Wxg7 &f6 16. &bSt e7 17. 
&g5t+— 


14. 2e4+ 
Videki 


14. &h5t?! g6t Bronstein,L — 
Paglilla Buenos Aires 1985 


14. — Wb6? 15. AxdS Wxd4 16. 
AcTt d7 17. Rf414+— 


Summarizing it is rather difficult to 
give Black a good piece of advice 
what to do against 6. 2e2. Perhaps 
the best reply is 6. — &g4. 


4.3.2 — 4. Of3 Dc6 5. c4 Abo 6. 
e6 fxe6 7. Ags 


1. 4 AF6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
4\c6 5. c4 Ab6 6. e6 fxe6 


The following diagram will show 
the most frequent and thus the most 


popular position of this variation. 


sk k kA 
Scenes 


yy 
yy 


a 


Cd LZ bo JA Z 
Baka 


UY YG Uy 


Black has an extra pawn, but its 
advance is rather problematical. 
White usually starts an attack 
against the weakened king side. 
Black places trust in its strong cen— 
tre searching for counter—-chances 
there, and it even leaves its king in 
the middle of the back rank inten— 
tionally a lot of times and expects 
shelter having its centre pawns. The 
main feature of this continuation is 
the frequently upset material bal— 
ance and it is the reason of its pop— 
ularity as well. White generally sac— 
rifices more pawns, while Black 
gives White an exchange, some— 
times its queen to avert the attack 
and get some chances to play. 


7. Ags 


A) 7. h4 
It is premature here, it is better to 
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wait for the black move g6. 
7. — e5 8. d5 
8. dxe5 £4! 
8. — Ad4 9. &xd4 exd4 10. Yxd4 
10. &d3 Wd70 
10. — Wd7 11. Re2 e5 12. dxe6 
Wxe6 13. Hh3 
13. &g5 We5= 
13.— c5 14. Yc3 &e7 15. Be3 7 
16. &hS Wxh5 17. Yxe7 Yxh4 18. 


Wxh8t 7 19. BBt FS 20. BxfSt 
g6 21. Yc3 &xf5 


This extraordinary position has 
already occured in three games! 


Although the back monarch is in the. 


middle of the board without its pro— 
tecting pieces, which is usually not a 
good omen in middle games, but 
White’s forces are entirely undevel— 
oped, so it has nothing to fear. The 
endgames coming into existence are 


more favourable for Black because 
of the active black pieces. 
22. Wd3t 


a) 22. Ad2 &e6 23. Wh3+ Wxh3 
24. gxh3 &f6F Marinkovic — 
Bagirov Leningrad 1989; 


b) 22. Wf dg6 23. £e3 £f6 24. 
g3 Yxc4 25. Ad2 Web Nei — 
Honfi Zalaegerszeg 1969 


22. — We4t 23. Wxe4t &xe4 24. 
a3 &f6 25. ft &f5= Silva — Dix 
cr 1990; 


B) 7. &d3 e5 8. d5 Ab4 9. Red 
9. Ags Dxd3t 10. YWxd3 e6 11. 
“\xh7 YWe7@ Bagirov 


9. — &g4 10. a3 Aa6 11. Yo2 Wd7 
12. Ags Ac5 13. &xh7 Bxh7 14. 
We6t &d8 15. Axh7 


g le: 
yy 


Y 
YY, 
Ee, 
Y Up 


15.— Wf5 16. Yxf5 &xf5 17. Axf8 
Ab3x 
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Van der Wiel — Bohm The Nether— 
lands 1981; 


C) 7. &e3!? g6 8. h4 &p7 9. h5 e5 
10. hxg6 exd4 
10. — &g4 11. Bxh7 Bxh7 12. 
gxh7 exd4 13. Wd3 &xf3 14. 
Weot &d7 15. exfB Des 16. 
Wxg7 dxe3 17. f4+ Herbrechts— 
meier — Kind] corr. 1985 


11. @xd4 Axd4 12. &xd4 e5 13. 
&xb6 axb6 14. gxh7+ Bagirov 


7.— e5 8. &d3 
This is the sharpest line. It is ana— 
lyzed very well thanks to Marcin— 


kiewicz chess correspondence play— 
er. Black also seems to be OK. 


A) 8. £3?! Axd4 9. WE7 &d7 10. 
Ke3 h6! 11. &xd4 hxg5 12. &xe5 
We8 13. WF &d8 14. Ac3? 


14. &c3F 


14, — dxe5 15. cS Ad7+ 


White has not got enough play for 
the piece. Bondar — Komarov 
USSR 1984; 


B) 8. d5 Ad4 9. &d3 g6!? 10. h4!? 
10. Axh7 AfSo 

10. — &f5 11. hS &p7 12. bxg6 

&xp6 13. Ac3!? c6 14. Re3 e6 15. 


&xg6t hxg6 16. Bxh8t Axh8 17. 
dxe6 We7 18. Yd3T 


Drozdov — Nosenko Kharkov 1988 


8.— Axd4 
8. — g6? 9. Axh7+ 
9. &xh7 


A) 9. Yh5t g6 10. &xg6t hxg6 
11. Bxg6t 
11. Yxh8? Ac2t 12. Sd1 Af5! 
13. De6 Axe6 14. &xc2 Wd7F 


11. — &d7 12. “f7 


12. — Axc4las 
It would be a difficult decision 
behing the board during a game! 


a) 12. — We8 13. Axh8 Wxp6 
14. Axg6 Ac2t!? 


14. — fg7 15. Daz Axc4 16. 
2xc4! De2t¢ 17. Sdl Dxal 18. 
Ags e819. De3! 

19. d2? “c2! Marcinkie— 
wicz,J 
19. — e4 20. Sc1 #e6 21]. 
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&bI+—  Marcinkiewicz — 
Kretschmar corr. 1988 
15. dl 


15. Sd2 D2xal 16. Axf8f¢ Le8 
17. b3 Sxf8 18. Bb2 Axb3t 19. 
axb3 SPF 


15. — &xal 16. Axf8t Se8 17. 
&héo 


13. Axd8 
13. Axh8 c6x 


13. — &xd8 14. b3 &f5 15. WH7 
“b6 16. Re3 
16. &b2 2e6 17. Wg6 Hhé6 18. 
We3 DAc2t+ 
16. — Hh7! 17. Wg8 Dc2t 18. Se2 


&d7 19. &xb6 axb6 20. Ac3 Hg7 
21. Wc4 Be4—+ 


Of course White can also choose 
other moves but the queen sacrifice 
seems to be correct. Wydrowski— 
Marcinkiewicz corr. 1997 Marcin— 
kiewicz; 


B) 9. Axh77! Re6F 


9. — Exh7 10. Axh7 &F5 11. Dad 
“\xc4!? 12. Axe4 

12. Wa4t bS 13. AxbS &d7 14. 
Wxc4 &xb5 15. Wg8 Sd7z 

12. — Ac2¢ 13. Sfl Axal 14. 
4\xf8 SxfB 15. Ae3 Wd7 16. &d2 


16. Yf3? g6 17. 24 Yc6 18. Yxc6 


&d3f— 
16. — Ac2 


16. — &d3t 17. Sgl d5 18. Yxal 
d4 19. Afl e4z 


Van der Tak 


17. Axc2? Wad 18. De3 Rd3t 19. 
&gl Wxa2s 
Van der Tak 


4.3.3 — 4. AB DAc6 5. c4 Abb 6. 
e6 fxe6 7. Ac3 


1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
4\c6 5. c4 Ab6 6. e6 fxe6 7. Ac3! 


White does not pledge itself making 
it dependent on Black’s reply that it 
starts the king side attack or tries to 
get the advantegous position in the 
centre. 


132 


Chapter 4 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 


7.— 26 
7.— e5 8. d5 Ad4 9. Axd4 exd4 10. 
Wxd4 e5 11. Wdl!? 
This line has no much “theory”, but 
if White can keep the e4 point it will 
expect a small but solid benefit. 

11. dxe6 &xe6 12. Re2 Wf6! 


12. — We7?! 13. 0-0 WY/7 14. 
Sg5 2xc4 15. Bfel!+ 

13. YWxf6 gxf6 14. b3 d5! 15. 
cxdS5 &b4 16. &d2 Axd5 17. 
“xd5 &xd2t 18. Sxd2 000 
19. &c3 Hxd5 


The move 19. — &xd5 is better. 
20. Hhdl Hxd1 21. Bxd1+ Kud— 
rin — Segal Reno 1994 


11. — &f5 12. Rd3+ 
8. h4 &g7 9. Re3 


9. h5?! eS 10. dS Ad4 11. hxg6 
ed's 12. pxh7 Wd7 13. &d3 
0-0-0 14. Re3 Hdf8 15. &xd4 exd4 
16. He4 &xf3 17. gxf3 e6 18. dxe6 
Wxe6 19. We2 d5 


19. — “d7!= Fleck 
20. cS dxe4 21. cxb6 Yxb6 22. 
&xe4 d3 
22. — &h6 23. &fl1+ Campora 
— Bischoff Bad Aibling 1982 
23. Yxd3 Bd8 24. Yc4 Wxb2 25. 
0-0+ 
Kindermann — Fleck FRG 1983 


9.— e5 
For the line 9. — 0-0 10. h5 e5 11. 
d5 see the current variation. 
9, — d5 10. c5 @d7 
10. — 4c4? 11. &xc4 dxc4 12. 
Wad+ 


11. h5 eS 12. h6 &f6 13. Axd5 exd4 
14. Axd4 &xd4 15. &xd4 Axd4 16. 
WY xd4 e5 17. Yc4 c6 18. Ac3+ 


White has the advantage without 
taking risk. (18. Ac7t!? Wxc7 19. 
We6t &d8 20. 000s Nunn) 


10. d5 “d4 


10. — Ab4 11. a3 Da6 12. h5 AF5S 


12. — gxh5 13. Ags Bg4 14. B 
Bf5 15. &d3T 


13. hxg6 hxg6 14. Bxh8t &xh8 15. 
“\p5+ Wc8 


15. — c6 16. g4 &d7 17. Wd3+— 


16. Re2 c6 17. g4 Rd7 18. Wd3 
&d8 19. c5!t 


It does not let the black monarch 
escape. Komeev — Diachkov Elista 
1996 Ftacnik 


11. Axd4 exd4 12. &xd4 &xd4 
12. — e5 13. Re3 We7 14. Ae4 
14. Yd2!?+ 


14. — &f5 15. &d3 0-0 16. Hcl 
447 17. bS gxb5 18. Wxh5 &g6 19. 
Yh4 Bae8 20. be2+ 
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Kudrin — Behrhorst Lugano 1983 


13. Yxd4 0-0 14. h5 e5! 15. dxe6 
Wf6 16. Yxf6 Bxf6 17. hxg6 hxg6 
18. Ab5 

18. De4 Bf4a0 

Lau — Fleck FRG 1984 


18. — Exe6t 


18. — &xe6! 19. Axc7 Baf8! 


19. — Bc8 20. Axe6 Hxe6F 21. 
&d2 Axc4f 22. Rxc4 Bxc4 23. 
Haelt 


20. f3! &xc4 21. Rxc4t Axc4 22. 
0-0-0 Ae3 23. AdS+ 


Bosch 


19. S&d2 He7 20. &d3 a6 21. Ad4 
&g7 22. Hael! 


22. Eh4 cS!2 
Bosch — Pajeken Gelsenkirchen 
1997 


22. — Exel 23. Bxel &f7 24. b3 
&d7 25. He3+ 


Summarizing White cannot get a 
considerable advantage in the 7. 
4\c3 line but Black has not got the 
chance either to reach a promising 
position which queries the meaning 
of the move 4. — 4c6 by itself. 
Bosch. 


4.4 — 4. DF3 Db6 


1. e4 Df6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. D3 
4\b6!? 


Recently, in the accelerated world 
of chess, the openings advance 
extremely much, among others, 
because of the development of the 
computer programmes. The Ale— 
khine Defence is not an exception 
either, and now we have arrived at a 
move which lives its prosperity and 
which perhaps have gone through a 
great improvement during the pre— 
vious years. The basic idea of the 
modem treatment of this variation, 
which has a plenty of new strategic 
thoughts, is that Black avoids the 
dangerous sytems with &c4 and 
puts pressure on the centre later on 
by its picces. 


5. a4 
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Chapter 4 — 1, e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 


It is a consistent move which wants 
to pursuit the knight further on that 
has already made many moves. 


A) 5. Re2 


It is a frequent move maintaining 
the opportunity of transition to other 
main lines later on. 


5.— g6 6.0-0 &p7 7. exd6 cxd6 8. 
a4 

The move 8. c4 is dealt with later by 
analyzing the main line. 

8. — a5?! 

It makes a hole on bS, although the 


other continuations are also favour— 
able for White. 


9. Dc3 d5!? 10. Rf4 0-0 11. AbS5 
4a6 12. Hel &g4 13. c3 Hc8 14. b3 
4b8 15. Wd2 Ac6 16. h3+ 


Fehér — Krizsany Budapest 1994; 


B) 5. c3 

It is a sharp and very unpleasant line 
in which White can have a king side 
attack by developing its pieces 
quickly. 

5. — 26 6. &f4 

By this move White is striving to 
exploit the weakened dark squares 
carrying on with the move d2. 


6. — &g7 
6. — &g4 Black will have an 


inferior position very fast. 7. h3 
&xf3 8. Wxf3 Dc6 9. 0-0-0 &p7 


10. &b5 0-0 11. &xc6 bxc6 12. 
Wxc6 Hb8 13. h4+— Gobet — 
Landenbergue Bern 1989 


7. Wd2 


The best-known and most obvious 
move. 


a) 7. h3 “c6 Black takes the e5 
point under its surveillance. 8. 
exd6 cxd6 9. Wd2 Ab4 
9. — Ba5!? 10. Bb5f Bd7 11. 
We2 0-0 12. &d3 


10. a3 A4d5 11. AxdS Dxd5 12. 
&h6 &xh6 13. Yxh6 WaSt 14. 
Wd2 Wxd2t 15. &xd2 e6 16. 
&d3 Af4 17. &b5¢ &d7= Dobos 
— Gyimesi Balatonberény 1992; 


b) 7. &bS5t Ad7 8. a4 a5 9. h4 
White has a good play. 9. — c6 
10. &d3 &p4 


“a PB, 
YI 
Bx 


11. h5S It is the crucial position. 
Black must play very accurately 
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now. 11. — &xh5 12. e6! fxe6 
13. Bxh5 gxh5 14. Dps kd7 15. 
Wxh5 WY e8?! 

15. — &xd4 
16. &f1 Da6 17. Dxe6 Dc7 18. 
&f5 Axe6 19. Hel 4c7 20. Bxe6 
He8 21. De4+ Oratovski — 
Videki Gstaad 1994; 


c) 7.24 a5 8. BbSt c6 9. £439! 
9. Be2!? 


9. — 0-0 10.0-0 &g4 11. h3 
&xf3 12. Yxf3 The acquired 
bishop pair will not be really 
effective in this almost closed 
position. 12. — dxe5 13. dxe5 
&8d7 14. We3?! e6 15. Bfel We7 
16. Bad] Wb4 17. Hcl Ad5?! 


17. — 2c5 18. £g5 Bess 


18. &d2 Wb6 19. Axd5 cxd5 20. 
&c3 Hfc8 21. AbS Bxc3! 22. 
bxc3 “xe5z Black has consider— 
able chances to play because of 
its opponent’s weak pawns and 
powerless bishop. Tirard — Kn- 
zsany Agneaux 1998 
.—00 

7. — h6 8. h3 Ac6 9. e6 White 
gets a dangerous initiative. 9. — 
fxe6 10. &d3 g5 11. Rp6t &d7 
12. &g3 Hf8 13. 0-0-0 DAbé4 14. 
BHe4 D4d5 15. AcSt Sc6 16. 
&d3 dxc5 17. dxc5 Exf3 18. gxf3 
a4 19. c4 Axb2 20. cxd5t 
exdS@ Van Mil —Varga,Z Bu- 


dapest 1993 


8. &h6 

White prevails on the king side. 

8. — dxe5 9. &xp7 &xg7 10. AxeS 
A8d7 11. Ag4 f5 12. Wh6t Sh8 13. 
“He3 D6 14. 0-00 &d7 15. h3 €6 
16. g4t 

Veinger — Neckar Kusadasi 1990; 


C) 5. exd6 cxd6 
5. — exd6t 


6. &d3 

By moving 6. c4 White turns to the 
variation 4. — g6 of the Alekhine 
Defence, which is dealt with later. 


6. d5 @8d7 7. &eS5 A 8. Ac3 
g6 9. a4 a5 10. &bSf+; 


6. — g6 7. 0-0 &g7 8. a4 0-0 9. a5 
4d5 10. &c4 f6 11. d5 We7 12. 
&b3 £g4 13. b3 &xf3 14. Wx 
Mbd7 15. Bel Bfe8 16. Ac3 a6 17. 
&d2 

White has a more active position, 
but it is difficult to exploit Black’s 
only weakness, the e7 point. 


17. — 4c5 18. .ic4 Bac8 19. &fl 
&cd7 20. Ha4 “\e5 21. Wdl Ded7 
22. Walt 

King ---- Karolyi Kecskemet 1988; 


D) 5. a4 


It is not the most accurate move 
order. 
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Chapter 4 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3.d4d64. AB 


5. — 26 6. Re2 &g7 7. 0-0 0-0 8. 
“Nbd2 ‘Ac6 9. 3 


White was threatened by the move 
“\xd4. 

9. — dxe5 10. dxe5 £e6 

Black has enough time to develop. 
11. &bS Wd5 12. We2 a6 13. c4 


Wd7 14. &xc6 Wxc6 15. b3 Had8 
16. Ye3 &p47! 
16. — &f5 
Axf5 Wxf5F 
17. h3 &xfB 18. AxfB Ad7 19. 
Hadl “c5 20. &g3 a5= 


Conquest — Dunnington London 
1989; 


17. 2d4 WYd7 18. 


E) 5. &b5t 

This fine intermediate move is usual 
after 5. a4 a5, but here it seems to 
be premature a little. 


5. — c6 6. &d3 
6. Re2 


6. — &p4 7. 0-0 dxeS 8. dxe5 e6 9. 
a3 
9. h3 &xf3 10. YWxf3 28d7 11. 
&fdo 


9.— 8d7 10. 2f4 Ac5 11. Re2 
Wxd1 12. xd] “d5 13. &g3 Ae4 
14. Abd2 Axg3 15. hxg3 0-0-0 16. 
cA Abo 17. He4 Exdif 18. Hxdl 
&e7 19. b4 Ad7 20. Ad6t &xd6 21. 
exd6+ 

Stripunsky — Cosma Bucharest 


1994 


5.—a5 


It is the simplest reply solving the 
problems of the knight once and for 
all. 


A) 5. —c6 


After this move Black has to face 
serious difficulties. 


6. a5 Dd5 7. Be2 g6 8. 0-0 Ap7 9. 
c4 Ac7 10. exd6+ 


Sigurjonsson — Larsen Ljubljana 
1977; 
B) 5. — g6 


This move is against the positional— 
ly based play. 

6. a5 A6d7 7. &c4 e6 8. 0-0 d5 9. 
gS Re7 10. &xe7 Wxe7 11. Re2 
0-0 12. c4 dxc4 13. c3 c5 14. d5 
exd5 15. Axd5+ 

Naiditsch — Varga,Z 1998 


6. 2bS5t 

It is a useful intermediate move 
which taking the place away from 
the knight after the only move c6. 
A) 6. Hc3 


White is conducted by similar ideas 
as it is in the line without 5. a4 a5. 
6. — g6 

6. — dxe5 7. Axe5 A8d7 8. &F4 


A&xe5 9. &xe5 c6 10. Re2 BFS 
11. g4 &g6 12. h4 hS 13. gxh5 
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@.f5 14. Wd2 e6 15. Ad] Ad5 16. 
He3 Dxe3 17. fxe3 Ke4 18. Bh2 
Adams — Drazic 1997 


7. exd6?! 

It is not too logical to give up the 
centre in such an easy way, but in 
spite of it White will get a good 
play. 

7. — cxd6 

Black endeavours to end the sym— 
metry but it is not without taking 
any risks. 


8. &b5t Kd7 9.h4 h6 10. He2 &g7 


11. h5 g5 12. He4 We7 13. c3 Ac6 
14. 0-0 f5 15. Hed2 0-0 16. Ac4 


Black got a rather awkward situa— 
tion because of its open king posi— 
tion. 


16. — @d5 17. Be3 Ab6 18. d5 
He5 19. AxeS dxe5 20. &xd7 Axd7 
21. g4 fxg4 22. Axg4t 


Borocz — Krizsany Budapest 1992; 


B) 6. &f4 g6 7. BbSt c6 8. &d3 
Ad5 9. &g3 &g7 


9. — Yb6o 


10. 0-0 0-0 11. Abd2 dxe5S?! 
11. — Ab4 12. exd6 exd6 13. 
4\c4 d5 14. Ad6 Axd3= 


12. &xe5 Ad7 13. &xg7 Sxg7 14. 
Hel A7b6 15. c3 &g4 16. h3 &xf3 
17. Axf3 e6 18. Wd2+ 


Kormeev — Murrey Bastia 1997 


6. — c6 
6. — &d7?! 7. e6!7+ 
7. &d3 


To bring the bishop back on e2 has 
to be taken into account. 


7, Be2 dxe5 8. AxeS ABd7 9. Ad3 
g6 10. Ad2 &p7 11. Df 0-0= 


7. — &ag4 
7. — g6 8. h3 &g7 9. We2 0-0 10. 
0-0 dxe5 11. dxe5 “a6 12. c3 

12. Bdl Y7 13. Re30 


12. — Ac5 13. &c2 Be6 14. Abd2 
We7 15. Hel Had8 16. Ad4 &d5 17. 
A2RB Rc4F 


Sherzer — Gyimesi 1996 
8. exd6!? 


Although this move makes the 
advance easier for Black, it leads to 
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8. h3 

White gets the bishop pair, but it has 
a weak pawn on e5 which can be 
attacked. 


8 — &xfB 9. xf dxe5 10. dxe5 
e6 11. Yg3 A8d7 12. Ac3 We7 13. 
f4 0-0-0 14. 0-0 g6 15. Ghl Ac5 
16. &e2 Y-% 


Hazai — Knizsany Kecskemét 1992 
8. — exd6 


8. — Yxd6 


The queen is put into action too 
early getting to a bad place. 


9. Abd2 He6t?! 10. Re2 Ad5?! 11. 
h3 &f5 12. Ac4 Ad7 13. 0-0 Yg6 
14. c3 &c2 


14. — &xh3 15. Ag5! Re6 16. 
Hel W6 17. Dxe6 Wxe6 18. 
&e4 We 19. &e5! YWxg5 20. 
“\d6t+— 


15, Wd2 Bed 16. Ags BFS 17. g4 
h6 18. gxf5 Wxg5t 19. Wxg5 hxg5s 
20. &xg5 


With White’s obvious advantage. 
Kudrin — Khmelnitsky USA 1995 


9. 0-0 &e7 10. Hel 8d7 


10. — 0-0 
Here it is White again that has to 
fight to equal the game. 


11. We2 Be6 12. He4t 
11. &g5 L2e6 12. Rxe7 Hxe7 13. c4 


13. YWd2!? h6 14. Ac3 0-0 15. He2 
With the plan of further Hae1+ 


13. — 0-0 14. “Ac3 Wd8 15. b3 
15. Yc2!? h6 16. b3£ Chekhov, V 


15. — £294 16. He3 Df6 


Siklosi — Chekhov Kecskemet 
1991 
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Chapter 5 
1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 dxe5 


5.1.1 — 4. DPB dxe5 5. Dxe5 Ad7 
6. &c4 


1. e4 Df6 2. eS AdS5 3. d4 dé 4. AB 
dxe5 5. Axe5 


5. dxe5?! 


The e5 pawn is a suitable target for 
Black’s attack. 


5. — Ad7 


Ui, eine: aS OO 


Zi 


a 


eZ Yi; yy, Chile, lel, 
yy G Y 


We Aa, Wa 


YU Yy 
Y Wied Yy 
Le ty y i Gas g 


Lio SYM Li 
YR) ii 


It is considered one of the most 
provocative move in the Alekhine 
Defence. And that is true, for the 
move 6. “xf7 upsets the balance 
extremely. 


6. &c4 
A) 6. c4?! “xe5 7. cxd5 Ad7!=; 


B) 6. Re2 Axe5 7. dxe5 AF5 8. 0-0 
e6 9. &£3 c6 10. We2 &e7 11. Hdl 
We7= 


Geller — Komrmeev Elista 1995 
6. — AxeS5 7. dxe5 c6 


7. — &e6 
7. — e6? 8. 0-0 &e7 9. We4+ 


0-0 g6 9. Ad2 &g7 10. APB c6 
10. — 0-0 11. Ye2 

11. Wd4 Qe3!? 
11.— c6 

1]. — £g4!? Videki 12. Bd c6 


12. h3 b5 13. &b3 a5 14. a4 Wb6 
15. Hdl Bad8 16. &d2 b4 17. 
Wed Ac7 18. Re3 Wb7 19. &xe6 
“xe6 20. Ad2 Hd5 21. Ac4 Hfd8 
22. Hd3 Bxd3 23. cxd3 Hd5 24. 
f4t The g7 bishop kept out of 
play. Adams — Motwani Black— 
pool 1990 


11. Yd4 “e3!? 


11. — YWo7 12. Hel Hd8 13. &b3 
Wb6 14. Yh4 h6 15. Ad4 &c8 
16. c3 e6 17. .€8d2 De7 18. Had1 
Wc7 19. “Af3 bS 20. c4 bxc4 
21. Wxc4 0-0 22. &b4+ Benja— 
min,J -— Kaidanov,G Philadel— 
phia 1992 


go 
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Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 dxe5 


12. Wxd8t Bxd8 13. &xe6 Axc2 
14, &xf7t &xf7 15. Bblo 


Videki; 

8. W13 

A) 8. c3?! £e6 9. WF3 Ab4! 10. 
&xe6 Axc2tF; 


B) 8. 0-0 &f5! 
This is the right setup. 


9, Ad2 e6 10. a3?! 

White chooses a rather sophisticat— 
ed plan in this game. 

10. — &e7 11. Ra2 0-0 12. Ab3 
Yc7 13. We2 Had8 14. 2b] Yb6! 


It hinders the move c4. 


15. WR £6 16. exf6 &xf6F 


Yermolinsky — Shabalov Hudson 
1993 


8. — We7! 


8. — &e6? 9. 0-0 Yc7 


9. — c7!2 (9. — g6) 10. &xe6 
4xe6 11. “c3 with the plan of 
further &e3 and We4; 


10. Hel g6 11. Ac3 Hd8 12. AxdS 
&xd5 13. e6!+ 
Van der Wiel — Pliester 1990 


9. &£4 g5!? 10. &£g3 hS 11. “c3! 
£e6 12. h4 Df4!? 


Van der Wiel (12. — Ya5!?) 


5.1.2 — 4. Df3 dxe5 5. Axe5 Ad7 
6. Df3 


1. 04 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. A 
dxe5 5. Axe5 Ad7 6. Af3! 


This move shows that the knight on 
d7 only disturb interferes Black’s 
advance. As a matter of fact the dark 
horses would cause troubles to 
Black than help it. 


6. — e6 
A) 6. — 47f6?! 
The d5 knight needs the square f6. 


7. c4 Ab6 8. DAc3 Red 9. h3 Ah5 
10. g4 &g6 11. AeSe6 12. &g2 
Wc8 13. Wb3 c6 14. &F4 Afd7 15. 
“xg6 hxg6 16. Ae4+ 


White has a superior position. Ni- 
nov — Graf Odessa 1990; 


B) 6. — 26! 7. c4 AS#6 
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7. — BSb6 8. Ac3 c6 9. c5 AdS 
10. Axd5 cxd5 11. Re2 Kg7 12. 
0-0 0-0 13. & £4 Ab8 14. b4 Ac6 
15. bS Axd4 16. “Axd4 e5 17. 
&e3+ Reeh — Maus 1991 


8. Ac3 Rg7 9. Rd3 0-0 10. 0-0 c5 
11. d5 Ae8 12. Hel Ad6 13. &g5 
&f6 14. Wd2 Ab6 15. W4 &xg5 
16. Axg5 f6 17. He6t 

It tums out that Black does not play 
this opening very often. Kotronias 
— Topalov Elenite 1992 


7. g3!? 
It is a quite simple move, but the 


positions coming into being after it 
are awkward for Black. 


7. A AS6 8. Re2 


8. Ac3 c5 9. Re2 
9. d5 exdS 10. cxd5 £d6 11. 
£g5 h6 12. &h4 0-0 13. £e2 
De5 14. 0-0 Dg6 15. &g3 ab 
16. a4 b6 17. Hel &b7= Benja- 
min — Bagirov Manila ol 1992 
9. — cxd4 10. Wxd4 &cS5 11. 
h4 b6 12.0-0 £b7 13. &g5 h6 
14. Had] Bg8 15. &xf6 gxf6? 
The line 15. — Yxf6 16. 4%g3 is 
better. 
16. Yxh6 We7 17. Wf f5 18. 
4\b5+ Stefansson — Komarov 
Leeuwarden 1995 


8. —c5 


8. — &e7 9. 0-0 0-0 10. Ac3 c5 
11. &f4! a6 
A) 11. — b6 12. d54; 
B) 11. — cxd4 12. Wxd4 Ac5 
13. Bfdl Wxd4 14. Drd4 Dfed 
15. Axed Axed 16. £3 DgS 17. 
Se2 De4 18. Zaclt White has 
a slight advantage. Bologan — 
Hauchard Oakham 1992 


12. dxc5 Axc5 13. Yc2 W6 14. 
Habl a5 15. DeS5 DAfd7 16. Ad3 
h6 17. &e3 Wc7 18. Abs Ws 
19. Hbdl “xd3 20. Wxd3 Ac5 
21. Wd4 e5 22. Wc3 BF5 23. f4!+ 
In this opening position it turns 
out how many black pieces are 
misplaced. Dolmatov — Drum— 
mond Jakarta 1997 


9. 0-0 cxd4 


9. — &d6 10. Ac3 0-0 11. Bg5 
h6 12. &h4 5 


12. — b6 13. d5 He8+ 


13. &g3 &xg3 14. hxg3 b6 15. d5 
He8 16. Hel a6 17. &f1+ Lautier 
— Shirov Biel 1992 


10. Axd4 a6 11. Ac3 Re7 12. &g5 
12. &e3!? 


12. — 0-0 13. &h4 De5 14. &g3 
Ag6 15. £3 Wb6 16. a4 Wa7 17. 
&c7 e5 18. &b6 Wb8 19. Ac2 Reb 
20. &d5 Axd5 21. cxdS &d7 22. 
Be3 BbS5 23. Hel Bb4 24. Ac3 
Wd6 25. YWb300 
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7. — b6 


A) 7. — c5 8. &g2 &e7 9. 0-0 0-0 
10. c4 ASf6 11. We2 cxd4 12. Axd4 
Ac5 13. Hdl Wb6 14. Ac3 Ad7 15. 
&e3 Had8 16. Hacl a6 17. h3 Hfes 
18. We2t 


Boudre — Hauchard Strasbourg 
1992; 


B) 7. — &e7 8. &g27! 
8. c4tt 
8. — b5!= 
8.c4 D516 9. 282 &b7 10. 0-0 Ke7 
10. — &d6 11. Hel 0-0 12. Ac3+ 


11. Ac3 0-0 12. 2F4t 


12. — &d6 


12. — c5 13. d5 exd5 14. cxd5 AhS 
15. Re3+ 


And in the case of 15. — He8? 
White can carry on by 16. 4d2! 
“\hf6 17. d6+-. 


13. DAeS 
With further “\c6. 


13. — &xg2 


13. — Wc8 14. DAc6 Sh8 15. W2 
A&xf4 16. gxf4 He8 17. Bfelt 


5.1.3 — 4. Df3 dxe5 5. Axe5 Ad7 
6. Axf7 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
dxe5 5. Axe5 Ad7 6. Axf7 


[/2wWea » 
oz. YV Gay @ 


With the plan of moving @b5 and _ That is why this variation is being 


attacking the c7 pawn. 


analyzed by so many chess players. 
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Recently a very good piece of work 
was published about it by Van der 
Tak in the New in Chess. His analy— 
ses are also used in this chapter. 


6. — &xf7 7. WhSt 


In return for the piece sacrificed the 
Black monarch gets stuck in the 
middle of the board. 


7. — &e6 8. c4 
A) 8 Yg4t 
The flaw of the variation is that 


White can keep perpetual checks 
already after the eighth move. 


8. — &f7 
8. — &d6? 9. c4+ 


9. Wh5t ’e6=; 
B) 8. £c4? A7f6 9. WeSt Sf7F; 


C) 8. g3 

In my opinion it is equivalent with 
the move 8. c4 but it is not so over— 
analyzed. 


8. — b5 


The only move. 


8. — A7f6? 9. Rh3t Sd6 10. 
WeSt &c6 11. Rg2 b5 12. a4 b4 
13. c4 bxc3 14. bxc3 &a6 15. 
Hd2+ 


9. a4 
a) 9. Ac3? A7F6 10. Rh3t &d6 


11. WeSt &c6 12. &g2 e6F; 
b) 9. b3 White’s plan is to move 
c4 after 8. g3 too. 9. — b4 10. c4 


10. a3?! g6 11. Bh3~ Sd6 12. 
We2 c6¥ 


10. — bxc3 11. £a3!? 
11. Qxc3 D7f6 12. Bh3f Sd6 
13. Bf4f &c6 14. We2 a6 15. 


&xc8 Bxc8 16. Yxab6t¢ &d7 17. 
@xd5 2xd5 18. Hcl Se8F 


11. — D7b6 12. Bg? g5!7 13. 
&c5 

13. Wags &Sf7¥ 

13. — &f60 


c) 9. &xb5? A7L6F 


9.— c6 
9. — b4!? (Burgess) 10. c4 bxc3 
11. bxc3 
11]. 2xc3 A7f6 12. &h3f¢ Sd6 
13. &f4¢ &c6 14. We2 ab¥ 
11. — A7f6 12. Bh3t Sd6 13. 


West &c6 14. Rg2 Ra6 15. Ad2 
06 16. c4 We8!= 


10. axb5 


10. &h3t¢ &d6 11. axb5 cxbS 12. 
Md2 D7f6 13. West &c6 14. 
&g2 e6 15. 0-0 &d6 16. He2 a6 
17. c4!? bxc4 18. Axc4 &Sb7F 


10. — gé! 


Black gives White the material 
advantage back to have enough time 
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to put its king on safe place. 
11. We2t &f7 12. bxc6 A7b6 13. 
&g2 
13. c4?! Ab4 14. Be3 RFS 15. 
Da3 AdBtF 
13. — &g7! 
13. — Af6 14. c3 &g7 15. Ad2 


He8 16. AT Emst — Komarov 
Dortmund 1992 


14. c4 Ab4 15. d5 BF5 16. Be4 
&xe4 17. Yxe4 DAd4xd5! 18. cxd5 
Wxd5 19. WE4t 2£6= 


Anand 


8. — D5f6 9. d5¢ &d6 


=~ NO ©O fF FH A N @ 


It is an extremely unusual position! 


10. 47 


A) 10. cSt Axc5 11. &F4F 4d7 12. 
&bSt c6 13. dxc6t bxc6 14. YWxc5 
Wb6! 15. Wxb6 axb6 16. Re2 Ad5= 


Bagirov; 


B) 10. WS? AcS 11. Rf4t e5 12. 
&xeS5t Se7 13. W4 Sf7 14. Ad2 
2d6F 


Garrido — Nataf Bratislava 1993; 


C) 10. &£44? e5 11. cSt Se7 12. 
&g5 We8—+ 


10. — He5! 


A) 10. — Ab8?! 11. cSt &d7 12. 

AbSts 
12. Rf4 We8 13. Heé6t Sd8 14. 
Wes Wd7 15. Ac3 Ag 16. He2 
W£5 17. &g3 26 18. h3 Af6 19. 
Wc4 B£h6 20. &d3 We5 21. 0-0 
®h5 22. Hed WES 23. d6! Axg3 
24. dxe7t &xe7 25. fxg3 We6 26. 
Wo3! Hf8 27. Bxf8 &xf8 28. Hel 
&d8 29. Af6!+- Maier — De 
Veij 1985 corr. 


B) 10. — Ab67! 11. Ac3 AES 12. 
BEAT bd7 


12. — &c5 13. a3+ 
13. cSt 


11. ££4 c5 12. Ac3 


A) 12. b4 


It is only a change of the move order 
in the case of Black’s accurate play. 


12. — Wbé! 13. Ac3 


For the line 13. bxcSt Wxc5 14. 
4\c3 a6!o see the variation 12. 
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{\c3. 
13. — Wxb4? (13. — a6!? By 
this move Black tums to the line 
12. 4c3.) 14. Bcl g5 

14. — 8d7!? 
15. RxeS5t! Sxe5 16. Rd3 4d6 
17. 0-0 with further Bfel+t 


B) 12. Ad2 g5 13. &g3 g4 14. 
0-0-0 £h6 15. Hel B68 16. BxeSt 
d7 17. We6t &e8 18. Wd6 exd6! 
19. &xf6t &d7 20. &xd8 Sxd8z 


Having the bishop pair and the ad— 
vantage in the advance are enough 
compensation for the pawn. Kallai 
— Horvath,Cs Budapest 1990 


12. — a6 13. b4 
13. 0-0-0? 


“iit, 


oe 


“ES 


YS 
4 Y 
ae f Mo 
Yigg; YGYY, 
Lo 
gz. 
ama Os ME 
winks YGME, 
i 
Z 


WHERE. 
& ty K Yi 
LGE Fw 

WY) a 


Shee 
x 2 


It is interesting that three well— 
known grandmasters fell into the 
same trap in a relatively short time. 


13. — g6!F 
White is threatened by &£h6. 


14. BxeSt Sxe5 15. d6 Bh6t 16. 
de2 We8!F 17. BdSt Axd5S 18. 
Wxd5t 2f6 19. Aedt 


19. &d3 exd6 20. Yxd6t &f7 21. 
De4 Wc6 22. WeS Hd8 0:1 
Rozentalis — Sokolov,A Berm 
1992 


19. — &g7 20. WeSt &f7 21. &d3 
&g7 
21. — &F5 22. g4 Bxe4 23. Axed 
e6 24. Hel Wa4t 25. &d3 Hhe8 
26. h4 0-1 De Firmian — Rhode 
USA 1989 


22. Wat Sg8 23. Hel WS 24. Wes 
exd6 25. WdSt Wt7 26. Axd6 
Wxd5 27. He8t £f8 28. cxd5 c4 29. 
&xc4 b5 30. &b3 &g7 31. Axc8 
&c5 32. He7t Gh6 0-1 

Rublevsky — Hauchard Oakham 
1992 


13. — Yb6! 14. 0-0-0!? 


A) 14. bxcS5t Yxc5 15. Hdl a3! 
16. Bd3 Welt!F 17. &xcl Axf7 18. 
c5t &c7!; 

B) 14. Hcl go! 


14. — g5 must also be taken into 
account. 


15. Re2 We7! 16. bxcSt 


16. a4" Kh6! 17. bxcSt &d7 
18. We6t 
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18. Db6t Wxb6! 
18. — &e8 19. WxeS &xf4 20. 
Wxc7 &xc7-+ Prie — Nataf 
Andorra 1997 Van der Tak 
16. — Yxc5 17. 0-0 
17. Aa4 Wd4F 


17. — Bh6 18. &xeSt &xe5 19. 
“a4 Wc7 


It is a position appearing often in 
this variation. The “most active” 
dark piece is the king, while the 
white queen is placed “beautifully”, 
but it is just unable to move. 


20. f4t!? 


20. Hcel Hf8 21. Bt SFS 22. 
Wxe7 Yxe7 23. Bxe7 He8F De la 
Riva Aguado 


20. — &xf4 21. Hcel S&e3t 22. 
&hla; 


C) 14. Bb1? cxb4 15. Aa4 Wd4F 
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14. — cxb4 


14. — g6 15. &xeS5t Sxe5 16. dé! 
&£5 17. g3 Rh6t 18. f4t Axfat 19. 
exf4t &xf4 20. Yxf6!+— 
Stavrinovs — Aleksandrov Lithu— 
ania 1991 

15. Aad YW xf2!? 16. cSt 

16. &xe5t!? Sxe5 17. &d30 Gips— 
lis 

16. — &d7 17. c6t 

17. Rxe5 We3t 18. &bl1 Wxe5 19. 
Db6t &c7 20. d6t &b8 21. d7 
&xd7 22, Bxd7 &a7 23. Hdl HAe4 


24. Axa8 Ac3t 25. &cl Axdl 26. 
&xd1 Wxc5 27. &d3 &xa8—+ 


17. — bxc6!? 


17. — Sd8 18. c7t!+ 
Grasis — Stavrinovs Riga 1994 


18. dxc6}! 
WY 


ewe 4 


eg Y 


Ca 
mY 
27 


hy a 
Aa a 


18. &xe5 We3t 19. &b1 WxeS5 20. 


Alekhine Defence 


d6 
20. Ab6t &c7 21. Axa8t Sb7F 


20. — Ad5! 21. Ab6t Sd8+ 


18. — xc6 19, &xe5 We3t 20. 
Ha2 Welt 


The only move 
A) 20. — Yxe5?? 21. Yc4t; 


B) 20. — Wa3t 21. &b2 Yxa4 22. 
We4t &b7 23. Re2+] 21. Hdl [21. 
c2? &f5t 22. Rd3 Wxe5 23. Hel 
&xd3t 24. Bxd3 WbS 25. Bcl 
&b7—+ 


Parmentier — Nataf Agde 1996 
21. — We3t 22. Bd2= 


The fantastic complications are fin— 
ished by only a draw with perpetual 
checks. Summarizing, I think, that 
the variation 5. — “d7 has been 
shown one-sided by the articles and 
books so far. They analyzed the 
knight sacrifice only but the moves 
6. &c4 or 6. “f3, which I consid— 
er to be the best, are dealt with in an 
offhand manner, saying, that Black 
equlizes easily. But the analyses 
result in something else. After the 
move 6. @f7 White is endangered 
more than Black, while in the line 
beginning with 6. f3 White usual— 
ly has a slight but lasting advantage. 
As far as the tactics of a tournament 
is concemed this sacrifice seems to 


be a fault, since White has to very 
accurately in this variation which is 
obviously work out deeply by Black 
waiting the unsuspecting opponent 
to fall into some of its traps. It is no 
accident that the opportunity of this 
sacrifice was offered White by such 
players as Shirov, Komarov and 
Bagirov from one side while 
Lautier, Dolmatov, Yudasin and 
Psakhis said thanks for it, but did 
not play that making the simpler 
move “f3. Shortly it is worth deal— 
ing with the line 5. — 4d7 for it is 
playable by Black. And it is recom— 
mended to add 6. Af3 to the reper— 
toire against it. 


5.2.1 — 4. Of3 dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. 
Wf3 


1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Df3 
dxeS 5. Axe5 g6 


WEG Yale 
Cae GZ 
TY; i, 

y 


Ye 


Nowadays it is one of the most pop— 
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ular variations in the Alekhine 
Defence. 


6. Yf3 


A) 6. g3 
The cautious “debauchee”. 
6. — &g7 
6. — Ad7 7. &g2 
7. D3 Bg7 8. Bg2 c5= 
7. — &xeS5 8. dxe5 c6 9. 0-0 &p7 
10. We2 &e6 11. b3 We8 12. &b2 
&h3 13. Ad2 Axg2 14. Sxg2 


0-0 15. c4 Ac7 16. Ae4 WES 17. 
f4 De6 


17. — Bad8 18. 24 
18. W£3 h5 19. b3 £h6 20. Haelo 


Wolff — De Firmian New York 
1996; 


7. &ge2 0-0 8. 0-0 c6 9. Hel AF5 10. 

c3 Ad7 11. APB Be8& 12. Abd2 e5! 
12. — A7f67! 13. Ac4t Anand 
— Adams PCA 1994 

13. Ac4 &g4! (Ftacnik) 14. dxe5 
14. Ad6 He6 15. Axb7 Wb6 16. 
Wb3 &xf3 17. Rxf3 exd4= 


14. — &xe5 15. AcxeS HBxeS 16. 
Bxe5 &xe5 17. Yb3 &xfB 18. &xB 
“A\b6=; 


B) 6. 4?! 


White should rather have moved 6. 
WP if it wanted to play chess 


aggressively by all costs. 


6. — Ad7 7. Axd7 Yxd7 
7. — &xd7 8. h5 &g7 9. &d3 c6 
10. c3 Yc7 11. YB 0-0 12. h6 
&h8 13. 0-0 eS5F 


8. h5 &g7 9. c3 c5 10. dxc5 Wc6 11. 
“d2 &f5 12. h6 &f6 13. YE 0-0 
14. 24 &c2 15. Rg2 Axc3 16. Yxc6 
bxc6 17. #h3 Ad5F 


Reeh — Loeffler Amstelveen 1994; 


C) 6. Ad2 &g7 7. DAdf3 0-0 8. c4 
Bb6 9. Be2 D8d7 10. KFA 


-~ HO © fF A DN @ 


OG Gg Y 
Yi yy Z 
“1, 


10. — cS! 


Not long ago in the Informator 
grandmaster Miles leading the light 
pieces pointed out convincingly 
how White can win in this line 
played very seldom. (6. “d2!! 
Miles.) Now he succeeded in prov— 
ing, that it is Black that wins in this 


149 


_ Alekhine Defence = 


variation. I think his latter analysis 
will be valid for a longer period. 
The point is that you must not to 
take everything for granted what is 
said by the “grands”. 


10. — @xe5 11. AxeS c5!? 
11. — @d7 12. Wd2 AxeS 13. 
BxeS Axe5 14. dxe5 Wxd27 15. 
xd2 £e6 16. &c3 f6 17. £8 
c6 18. Ehel &f7 19. a4t Miles 
— Pons Andorra 1996 


12. dxc5 “Ad7 13. Axd7 &xd7 14. 
0-0 &c6 15. R&B Axb2 16. Bb1 
&d4 17. Bxb7 &xb7 18. &xb7 
&xc5 19. &xa8 Yxa8= Czebe — 
Horvath,Cs Budapest 1997 

11. d5 
The move 11. dxcS is better. 

11. — @AxeS5 12. &xeS &xe5 13. 


&xe5 Wd6 14. DB e6 15. dxe6 
Yxe6 16. Hcl?! 


16. 0O-OF 


16. — &d7 17. DgS We7 18. &f1 
Hfe8 19. Rd3 Had8 20. Sg] Ra4—+ 


Kofidis — Miles Agios Nikolaos 
1997 


6. — £e6 7. c4 
It is a very scarce move. 


7. &c4 


Almost everyone carries on in this 
way. (See 6. &c4. for details.) 


7. — Db4 8. Yxb7!? 

They played in this way in the 
heroic age of chess. First Black is 
threatened by a mate in one, then 
White captures the b7 pawn. The 
whole thing is very shady. The king 
gets stuck in the middle, the queen 
on the a8 square. But the remedy is 
not known yet, so Black’s situation 
is not easy either. The material 
drawback is guaranted, the horse 
often gets to al from where the 
retum is uncertain. In short both 
sides have a losing position. 


8. — Dc2t 


8. — Wxd4 9. Wxa8 Ac2t 10. &e2 
Wxe5t 11. dl Wd4t 12. &d2! 
(Burgess) @xal 
12. — Wxb2 13. &c3 Beat 14. 
£3 De3t 15. Sel Ac2t 
15. — Welf 16. e2 We2# 17. 
@d2 Yxc3 18. Hb1+— 
16. &e2! Ad4t 17. dl We2t 
18. Se] &g7 19. Wxb8t d7 20. 
Wb2 Wxb2 21. &xb2 Axf3t 22. 
exf3 &xb2 23. fxg4+ 


13. Yxb8t &d7 14. c5 a6 


A) 14. — 8xc5 15. &b5t4; 


B) 14. — BfS 15. &b5t be6 
16. Yxc7 Sf6 17. &cl e5 18. 
Re3 Wed 19. Aa3+ 


15. c6t Sxc6 16. Wa8t Sd6 17. 
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Wxa6tt 


9. Sd1 Axal 10. Wxa8 &g7 11. 
&d2 


YC; Y 


11. Yb7 0-0% 


11. — c5!? 
11. — 0-0 12. Wxa7 Wd6 


12. Yxa7 


A) 12. £4 &f5 13. Scl cxd4a; 


B) 12. Ac6?! Axc6 13. Yxc6t 2d7 
14. Wxc5 &xd4 


12. — exd4 13. f4 


13. Ra5 Wc8 14. f4 0-0 15. YWxd4 
f6 16. Af3 Achs 


13. — 0-0 
13. — &f5 14. &d3+ 
14, &d3 £6 15. AIL 


5.2.2 — 4. Df3 dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. 
c4 


1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 
dxe5 5. AxeS5 g6 6. c4 


=~ YO oO fF ODN @ 


It came out of fashion. Black can 
equalize easily, but it is true, that it 
does not count on more. 


6. — Ab6 


It attacks the c4 pawn and leaves the 
long diagonal open for the bishop. 
6. — Df6 7. Ac3 Kg7 8. Re2 0-0 9. 
0-0 c6 10. &F4t 


Kindermann — Wolf 1984 


7. Ac3 


A)7. &e3 &g7 8. f4 c5 9. dxc5 
Wxdlt 10. &xdl A6d7 11. Ad3 
Hab 12. Ac3 0-0 13. Re2 Hd8 14. 
Sel e5 15. fxeS AxeS 16. Axe5 
&xe5 17. Sf2 Re6 18. Bac] Hac8s 


Aseev — Kengis Podolsk 1990; 
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B) 7. c5?! A6d7 8. Af3 Bp7 9. 
Bch 0-0 10. 0-0 b6 11. Ags &b7 
12. Yb3 We8 13. Wh3 h6 14. AB 
h5 15. Yg3 £a6 16. &xa6 Axa6 17. 
cxb6 cxb6 18. a3 Af6 19. Ac3 Bc8= 


Sax — Maus 1994 


7. — &g7 8. 2e3 


8. &£4 0-0 9. Re2 a5!? 10. h4?! 

10. 0-0 
10. — Ac6! 11. Axc6 bxc6 12. KeS 
&xe5 13. dxe5 Re6 14. b3 Wxdlt 
15. Bxdl a4 16. Ae4!? axb3 17. 
axb3 &f5 18. AcS HaS 19. Ad3! 
&xd3 20. &xd3! BxeStF 


Gallagher — Kengis Bern 1992 
8.— c5 


It obviously is the best move which 
equalizes the game. It only back— 
ward is that most of the pieces will 
be exchanged. 


8. — &e6 9. f4 c6 10. Y¥b3 0-0 11. 
Re2 A8d7 12. 0-0 Af6 

12. — Wc7 13. Bad] Bad8= 
13. Bad] Yc7 14. d5 cxd5 15. cxd5 
&d7 16. Axd7 Afxd7 17. d6t 


Black has to fight for the equaliza— 
tion. Bode — Kengis 1992 


9. dxc5 Wxd1f 10. Sxdi 


10. &xd1 &xe5 11. cxb6 axb6 12. 
&xb6 &xc3 13. bxc3 AF5!? 14. 


_____ Alekhine Defence 


&d2! Ac6 15. &d3 Ha4 16. Bhbl 
&xd3 17. &xd3 &d7!5 


It is a strong move. The king will 
defend the b7 pawn. Vitolinsh — 
Kengis Latvia 1990 


10. — &xe5 11. cxb6 &xc3t 

11. — axb6 12. Hd2 

12. bxe3 axb6 13. Hd2 ‘Ad7 14. 
Re2 Ac5 15. 0-0 25 16. 2£3 0-0 


16. — £e4?? 17. &xc5+— 
Emst — Bagirov Helsinki 1992 


17. Hb2 Ha6 18. Axc5S bxcS 19. 
&xb7 e6= 
A draw is almost unavoidable. (19. 


— £d3=) 


5.2.3 — 4. Df3 dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. 
&ed 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. A 
dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. &c4 


HUA 
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Black is threatened by 7. 3. 


6. — &e6 


It is not a bad move, but cannot be 
recommended either. Black has to 
move the main line by 6. — c6 
sooner or later. It is practical to start 
with the move c6 keeping the 
mobility of the bishop. That is true, 
that it usually is a change of moves. 
In this part such cases will be ana— 
lyzed when the bishop move has its 
own considerable meaning. 


6. — &g7?? 7. Dxf7? &xf7 8. 
WBt+- 
7. De3 


A) 7. &b3 &g7 8. 0-0 0-0 9. AB!? 
&g4 10. Abd2 a5 


10. — &xd4?? 11. h3!+— 


11. a3 c6 12. h3 &xf3 13. Axf3 6 
14. &g5 De7 15. Wd2 Ad7 16. Bfel 
He8!? 


16. — “fo 17. Wa! Dfds 18. 
What 


17. h4 
17. Hf4 bs! 


17. — Af6 18. c3 Wb6 19. Ra2 AFS 


20. h5! c5! 21. h6 &h8 22. Wf4 
cxd4 23. g4 Axge4 24. Wxg4 dxc3 
25. bxc3 &xc3 26. Habl YWc5 27. 
He2 b5 28. W4!? 


With the plan of further move “eS. 
28. — Ha6?! 29. a4!t 


Psakhis — Vaganian Rostov na 
Donu 1993 Psakhis; 


B) 7. Ad2 Ad7 8. Adf3 &g7 9. 
4g5?7! AxeS 10. Axe6 fxe6 11. 
dxeS &xe5 12. 0-0 Wd6 13. h3 
0-0-0 14. We2 Hhf8 15. c3 Sb8 16. 
&h6 HFS 17. Bad] Sh2t 18. Shi 
&f4 19. &xf4 Yxf4 20. Bd4 Bed 
21. Yd3 WRF 


Van den Doel — Bagirov,R Rimav— 
ska Sobota 1996 


7.— ap7 
For the line 7. — c6 8. He4 Ac7! 
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see the variation 6. — c6 
8. Ded! 
For the line 8. £3 c6 see the vari— 


ation 6. — c6 


8. — Axe5 


8. — 0-0 9. Ags Hd6 10. 0-0 c6 
11. f4t 


9. dxe5 “c6 10. b3! 


One of the tactical motifs of this 
variation occured frequently is that 
when the bishop is unprotected on 
c4 and is threatened by different 
battery exploitings. 


A) 10. Ac5 Ae3=; 


B) 10. &b3 Adb4 11. &xe6 fxe6 12. 
a3 Wxdlt 13. &xdl 0-O-Of 14. 
&d2 Ad5 15. Ags AxeS 16. Hel 
Bed 17. AFT Dde3tt 


Kuijf — Nijboer Wijk aan Zee 
1983; 


C) 10. &h6? Ae3; 

D) 10. &b5 Vlasak 

10. — Axe5 

10. — 0-0 11. &h6 He8 12. AcS 


11. &b2 £6 12. AxeS fxe5 13. Ac5 
&f7 14. Axb7+ Wd7 15. 0-0 


15. Ye2!? 0-0 16. 0-0-0 


15. — Yc6 16. AaS We5 17. &xd5! 
&xd5 


17. — Yxd5 18. Wxd5 &xd5 19. c4 
Re6 20. Zfel! 


18. b4 Wd6 19. c4 Re4 


2 


WH), 


19. — £e6 20. YB 


20. We2 
20. Wa4t+ 


20. — &f5 
20. — £d3!? 21. YB e4a 


21. c5 Wf6 22. Hael e4 23. £3 exf3 
24. Exf3 Wd4t 25. Shi 0-0 26. 
A\c6! 


Black’s position entirely falls to 
pieces. 1-0 Vlasak — Pletanek corr. 
1990 
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Chapter S — 1. e4 AM6 2. &5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB exdS_ 


5.2.4.1 — 4. Df3 dxe5 5. Dxe5 g6 
6. &c4 c6 7. YH 


1. e4 DF6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. DB 
dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. &c4 c6 


7. Yf3 

A) 7. Ac3 Ke6 
7. — &g7 8.00009. Hel &e6 
10. Ae4 c7 11. &b3 Kxb3 12. 
axb3 4e6 13. c3 Dd7 14. Dxd7 
Wxd7 15. b4 Hfd8 16. WR YWe7= 
Black has the plan to move a5 
which equalizes easily. Polgar,J 
— Akopian Spain 1997 

8. De4 
For the line 8. Yf3 see the main 
variation beginning with 7. 4 f3. 


8. — Ac7! 9. &b3 
9. &xe6 Axe6 10. WR f6 11. 
Wb3 Wd5 12. Yxb7 Wxe4t 13. 
Re3 &p7 14. Wrxa8 fxe5 15. 
Wxb8t &f7 16. Yb4 Wxg2 17. 


0-0-0 exd4 18. &d2 Wd5 19. 
Wb3 Hd8s Godena — Vaganian 
Reggio Emilia 1994 


9. — &g7 10. 00 00 11. &e3 
&xb3 12. axb3 &d7 13. Axd7 
WYxd7 14. Wd2 Ae6 15. Bfd1 Bfds= 


Black has a position without prob-— 
lems. Arakhamia — Lalic Rother— 
ham 1997; 

B) 7. h4 


White is rather a danger to itself 
having an open centre. Of course 
Black has to be ready to take the 
appropriate steps in the centre. 


7. — &d7 8. Dxd7 &xd7 9. h5 &g7 
10. c3 Yc7 

10. — &f5 
11. Ad2 0-0-0 12. HAe4 h6!0 


12. — e5?! 13. h6 &f8 14. &g5 
He8 15. 0-Ow Reeh— Maus 1993 


7.— £6 
7. — f6?! 
Although this move proved to be 


good in this game it is not recom-— 
mended to copy. 


8. Ad3 Ab6 9. &b3 Yxd4 10. 00s 
a6 11. AF4 

11. Re3!2 We4? 12. Af7t 
11. — &f5 12. Ac3 Ac7 13. Edl 
We5 14. 247! Re6 15. Axg6? 

15. Ad3= 
15. — bxg6 16. &f4 Bh3!F 
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Boersma — Van der Werf Enschede 
1993 


8. Dc3 


This position can be reached by 
the most different move orders. 
White’s setup looks dangerous, but 
the analyses showed that there is no 
real power in the attack. White has 
to be choose a more positional way 
to get the advantage. 
8. 0-0 &g7 9. Hel 0-0 10. c3 Ad7 
11. Axd7 Yxd7 12. Ad2 

12. &g5 Bfe8 13. h3 Ac7 14. 


4&\d2 &d5 15. &xd5 cxd5 16. &f4 
He6 17. Re5 f6! 18. Bh2 Hac8 


19. h4?! Ad8 20. Afl Ac6 21. 


4e3 Hcd8 22. He2 
22. Had I= 
22. — e5+ Luther — Bagirov 
Leningrad 1989 
12. — Ac7 13. &fl Bfe8 14. Wg3 
b6 15. AB £6 16. b3 Af7 17. &b2 


a5 18. c4 a4a 


Rowley — Ibragimov Philadelphia 
1992 


8. — 297 9.0-0 
9. De4 Ad7 10. AgS BxeS 11. 
&xe6 fxe6 12. dxe5 AxeS 13. He2 


Axc4 14. Yxc4 WaSt 15. &d2 Yb5 
16. Yd4 Af6é 17. c4 WSF 


White has not got enough compen— 
sation for the pawn. Luther — 
Horvath,Cs Budapest 1992 


9. — 0-0 10. ed 


10. Hel Ad7 11. h3 AxeS 12. dxeS 
4\xc3 13. Wxc3 &xc4 14. Wxc4 
Wd5= 

Hort — Panchenko Bern 1992 


10. — Ac7 


10. — @d7 11. Axd7 &xd7 12. c3 
&f5 13. Bel &xe4 14. Wxe4 e6 15. 
a4 a5 16. &d2 Wd7 17. Bad1 bS 18. 
&b3 Ab6 19. Yc2 bxa4 20. &xa4 
4\xa4 21. Yxa4 Wb7 22. &cl Wb5 
23. We2 a4= 


Georgiev — Donchev Bulgaria 
1988 


11. &xe6 Axe6 12. c3 YWd5 13. 
f\d3 Ad7 14. Af4 Axf4 15. Axf4 
e5! 16. dxe5 Axe5 17. &xe5 Wxe5 
18. Had1 Had8= 


Having the bishop Black’s situation 
is favourable to a hair. Anka — 
Horvath,Cs Zalakaros 1992 
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Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 dxe5 


5.2.4.2.1 — 4. Of3 dxe5 5. AxeS 
£6 6. &c4 c6 7. 0-0 &27 8. We2 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. &2c4 c6 7. 0-0 


This is the right continuation. As we 
could see in the previous part, the 
aggressive moves like 7. h4 or 7. 
¥4f3 do not give White any advan— 
tages. (For the line 7. “d2 see the 
variation 7. 0-0 &g7 8. @d2.) 


7. — Bg? 


Now we are at the key—position of 
the whole 4. — dxeS5 system. It is 
worth examining this setup more 
thoroughly. White has a slight space 
advantage, so it has to avoid the 
exchanges of the pieces as much as 
possible. First of all it must strive to 
control the centre and prepare for 
Black’s possible intentions to 


explode the centre moving c5 or eS. 
There is a tiny weakness in Black’s 
position, it is the e7 pawn, so White 
can combine the play against it 
(Hel) with a well-prepared attack 
on the king side. Black comes on the 
queen side (a5, b5) and endeavours 
to make the above mentioned moves 
(c5, e5) at the right time. To make 
the latter one is almost impossible in 
the case of White’s accurate play. 
Black often offers pieces to ex— 
change, which would be favourable 
for it. (For example moving ‘d7 
here.) Usually it has the better posi— 
tions in the endgame as well. This 
variation is basically a positional 
one and it requires both sides to be 
very patient and prepared for long 
manoeuvring. There is another dif— 
ficulty in this line, namely, it has got 
incredibly many chances of chang— 
ing of moves. The principle, which 
peculiar to the positional setups, is 
especially true here, that is, it is 
more important to know and under— 
stand the schemes and motifs than to 
swot up the variations. So far it was 
Black that can perform tricks mov— 
ing, for example, first g6 and cap— 
turing the e5 later, or choosing the 
move e6 first and then the move 
c6. It is White’s tum now; it can 
change four moves (Hel, Ad2, &b3 
and c3) without any problems. This 
book follows the most frequent and 
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accurate move order, but it by no 
means is the only way. 

7. — Dd77! 

In the case of the line 7. — &g7 8. 
4d2 0-0 9. Adf3 Ad7 the move 10. 
4\d3 is an interesting but not in the 
least the only or decisive opportuni— 
ty for White to continue. Black 
would like to avoid this variation 
making this early knight move. But 
it has more drawbacks than advan— 
tages. To bring the c8 bishop in play 
Black has to move the knight again. 
In addition, it stands better on d7 
than on its possible new place, b6. 
If White adheres to the setup shown 
above, it has to move 7. d2 first 
and Black has no chance to deviate 
from the line. This is the only dif— 
ference between 7. @\d2 and 7. 0-0. 


8. AB 


8. Ac3 Axe5 9. dxe5 Ke6 10. 
De4 &e7 11. Ags Wd7 12. Hel 
0-0 13. YWd4 &F5 14. c3 Wd8 15. 
4f3 h6 16. &f4 g5 17. &g3 6 
18. Had1 We7 19. Wd2 Hfd8 20. 
We2 Hd7 21. h4e@ Tiviakov — 
Vaganian Moscow 1991 


8. — &g7 
8 — 47b6 9, &b3 &g4 10. 
Abd2 &g7 11. h3 &xf3 12. Axf3 
0-0 13. Hel a5 14. a4 “d7 15. 


Bg5 He8 16. Rh4 Bc8 17. c3t 
Almasi,Z — Videki Kecskemet 


1993 
9. 2b3 a5! 10. c4 


10. ¢3!? 


10. — &c7 11. &c3 0-0 12. Hel 
Ab6 13. Re5 Reb 14. c5 


14. We2 a4! 
14. — AbdS5 15. Hd2 


15. — &f6!? 


15. — He8?! 16. Rh6 Kg 17. 
Ae5 &F5 18. h4 f6 19. Af Sh8 
20. &xg7t &xg7 21. h5S gxh5!o 
Ulybin — Bagirov Moscow 1992 


16. 2h6 &xb3 17. axb3 Acd5= 
Bagirov 
8. Ye2 


White should have put the rook on 
the e-file. The role of the queen 
should be specified later. 


8. — 0-0 9. &b3 
A) 9. c3 &e6 10. &b3 Ad7 11. 
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Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Af6 2.e5 “dS 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 exd5 - 
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15. — BDe7 16. &c2 W6 17. a3 
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“c7 13. R£4 Bg4 14. Re5 De6 15. 
Hdl DhS5 16. &xg7 Dhxg7 17. d5 


Alekhine Defence 


Hfe8 18. 23 ALS 19. &xf5 exf5 
20. d5 c5 21. Ac3 Wh4= 

Madl — Horvath,J Balatonbereny 
1992 


11. — Ad7 12. Aac4 AxeS 13. 
A\xe5 De7 


13. — Y/b6 14. &xd5 cxd5 15. c3 
f67! (15. — Bfe8=) 16. Ad3 Wa6 
17. Hel &f7 18. AcS Wxe2 19. 
Exe2 e5 20. Axb7 exd4 21. cxd4 f5 
22. &e3+ 

Rade — Horvath,J Solin 1994 


14. &xe6 Axe6 15. c3 Wd5 16. Ac4 
Wd8 17. £e3 Ac7 18. &F4 Ad5 19. 
&e5= 

Gurevich,V — Bagirov Jyvaskyla 
1996 


5.2.4.2.2 — 4. Of3 dxe5 5. AxeS 
£6 6. &c4 c6 7. 0-0 227 8. Ad2 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 
dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. &c4 c6 7. 0-0 
&e7 8. Dd2 


8. — 0-0 


8. — Ad7 9. Aef3 


For the better move 9. @df3 see 
the main line 8. — 0-0 


9. — bS!? 
9.— 0-0 10. Hel ASb6 


10.— 27b6 11. £b3 Bg4 12. h3 
Lxf3 13. Axf3 e6 14. We2 We7 
15. e4 c5 16. c4 Zf6 17. Wha 
cxd4 18. 2xd4 DAbd7 19. Bf4 
a5 20. HadI a6 21. 2d2 We7 
22. Df3 Xfe8 23. £a4+ Rabiega 
— Joecks 1997 


11. &b3 c5 12. a4 a5 13. Ded 
cxd4 14. Axd4 He5 15. c3 &g4 
16. f3 &f5= Maus — Vaganian 
1992; 


10. &b3 a5 11. a4 A7b6 12. AeS 
bxa4 13. Axc6 Wd6 14. &xd5 
Wxd5 15. WB Be6 16. c3 Bc8 17. 
Yxd5 &xd5 18. Aa7 Bb8 19. Hel 
d7= 

Nunn — Loeffler 1994 


9. Adf3 


9. De4?! 


It only would make sense if the 
bishop already stood on e6. 


9. — &f5 10. Ac5 a5! 11. Hel 
11. a4 Kengis,E 


15 — 1. e4 Df6 2. &5 Ad5 3, d4 d6 4, DEB dxe5 


Chapte 


10. ‘Ad3 


11. — b6 12. Acd3 b5 13. &b3 a4 


13. — &xd3 14. Yxd3 a4 15. 
&xd5 Wxd5 16. &£4 Bd8 17. AB 


e6 18. &c7 He8 


18. — Hc8~e Ernst — Kengis 


Haninge 1992 


14. &xd5 Wxd5 15. Ab4 Wd6 16. 
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11. — &e6 


11. — Ab6 12. &b3 c5 13. dxc5 


a0 


17. — cxb4 18. Yxa8 &xc2 


13. c3!? Kuporosov,V 
13. — &xe5 14. Yxd8 Bxd8 15. 


cxb6# Moiseev — Panchenko 


Budapest 1991 


12. 2b3 


9, — Ad7 


14. &b3 Wc8 15. Rd2 f6 16. Ac4 


®h8 17. Ae3 Axe3 18. &xe3 b6 19. 


A) 9. — &f5 10. Bel Ad7 11. c3 
&f4 Bde8 20. Yg3 


f&xe5 12. AxeS We7 13. WR Bad8 


+ 


A) 12. &f1 Wc8 13. &d2 Hd8 14. 


Rublevsky — Brachenko Kazan 


c3 a5 15. Wf a4 16. We3 Afo 
17. Ac4 Ha6 18. He5 bS 19. Ad3 


&a7= Conquest — Maus Copen— 


1995 


B) 9. — Re6 10. Ags 
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14. &xd5 


hagen 1990; 


a) 14. &g5 Bfd8 15. Bh4 c5 16. 


B) 12. c3?! &xe5 13. dxe5S 


bS 19. a4 c4 20. &a2 f6 21. AB 


&g3 We8 17. Bcl Kh6 18. Hc2 
b4 22. cxb4 


Stefansson — 


= 


— &xb4 


22. &xc4 Yrxc4 23. Bxe6 bxc3 
Kengis Gausdal 1991; 


24. bxc3 Wra4a 


22. 


eR 
eat 


b) 14. Ad3 BFS 15. &g5 


15, &xd5 cxd5 16. &f4 Yb6 17. 


Zxe7 


2xc3 14. bxc3 


13. xe5? 
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Ecl 


Wad Bf8 20. DeS5 Yxb2 21. 


Ha8+ Sherzer — Horvath,Cs 


Budapest 1992 


13. c3 Yo7 


a) 13. — Wc8 14. &d2+; 
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b) 17. &c2 a3 18. b3 Had8; 
c) 17. &c4? (Ftacnik) 17. — 
2)b6 


17. — cxd5 18. Ab4 Had8 
18. — e6 


19. &f4 
19. He3? (Ftacnik) 19. — f6 20. 
Lh4 £h6 
19. — Wc4! 20. He3 f6 21. Hael 
&f7 22. b3 


a) 22. Wdl e5 23. b3 axb3 24. 
axb3 We7? 25. dxe5 fxe5 26. 
gs; 

b) 22. We2! (Ftacnik) 22. — 
Wre2 23. B3xe2F 


22. — axb3 23. axb3 Wxb3+ 
Adams — Agdestein Oslo 1994 


14. — &xd5 15. RF4 Wd8 16. Ad3 
He8 17. Wd2 Wc8 18. h3 b6 19. 
&h6 £h8 20. Be3 c5= 

Borocz — Horvath,J Budapest 1995 


10. — A7b6 
For the line 10. — a5 11. a4 “7b6 
12. &b3 see the main variation 10. 
— 4)7b6 
11. a3 b6 

11. — B7b6 12. Ra2 
12. Hel &a6 13. Ba2 &xd3= 
Nijboer — Van der Werf 1993 
11. &b3 a5 
11. — &g4 12. c3 


For the line 12. a4! a5 see the 
main variation 11. — a5 


12. — e6 13. h3 &xf3 14. Wx 
“d7 15. Hel 


15. a4 King 
15. — bS 16. g3 a5= 
Kruppa — Panchenko Simferopol 
1990 


12. a4 


It is better than allowing Black to 
move a4. 


12. a3 a4 13. Ra2 BFS 


The d3 knight is more dangerous 
than its colleague on f3 because it 
controls the eS and c5 squares. 


14. Hel &xd3 15. Yxd3 Yc7 16. g3 
Hfe8 17. c4 D6 18. RF4 Wc8 19. 
Had1 c5 20. d5 e60 
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Emst — Agdestein Reykjavik 1995 


12.— 2g4 
12. — &f5 


13. c3 Ad7 14. h3 &xf3 15. Wx 
e6 16. Hel Yb6 


16. — He8 17. &d2 Wb6 18. &c4 
We7 19. Hadl 


19. He2!? with the plan of the 
further move Hael 


19. — Wd6 20. &g5 


With the plan of the further moves 
&h4 and &£g3. 


20. — £f6 21. &cl &g7 22. We4 
Ws 


With further &h6. 


23. Wh4 Hac8 24. &b3 &f6 25. 
We3 297 26. h4 &h6? 


26. — hS+ 


27. &g5!+ 


Adams — Horvath,J Debrecen 1992 
(Adams) 


17. &c4 h6 18. &d2 Had8 19. He2 
Efe8 20. Hael We7 


21. h4! 


White is playing the middle game 
ideally. He strengthens his position 
bit by bit and pushes its opponent 
off. 


21. — Wc8 22. g3 b6 23. &g2 Yb7 
24. &b3 Wa6 25. cl Best 


Almasi,Z — Kengis Bern 1996 
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Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Sf6 2. e5 “d5 3. d4 d6 4. AFB dxe5 


5.2.4.2.3 — 4. Df3 dxe5 5. AxeS 
£6 6. &c4 c6 7. 0-0 £97 8. Hel 
0-0 9. c3 


1. e4 AF6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AF 
dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. &c4 c6 7. 0-0 
£7 8. Hel 0-0 9. 3 


A Ceaaat la 

Of YUL Y 
UBT 
es WL AA 


ZZ, 


LNs Ugh 


Zi 


9, — Ad7 
9. — &e6 10. Ad2 Ad7 11. Axd7 
A) 11. Def3 224 
11. — @c7 12. &f1 
12. 4/b3_ Ab6 13. &xe6 Axe6 
14, Ae4 Wd5 15. Afe5 Axg5 


16, &xg5 Bfe8 17. &£4 Wxb3 


18, axb3 Ad5 19. &g3 a5 20. 
Ac5 b6 21, Ad3 Hac8= Black 


equalized the game. Rausis — 
Kishnev Lublin 1993 
12. — c5?! 
12. — &g4 
13. Ab3 cxd4 14. Dfxd4 a5 15. 
a4 £d5 16. &g5 f6 17. DS! It 
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is a strong intermediate move. 
17. — e6 18. &f4 Axb5 19. 
axb5 a4 20. c4 axb3 21. Bxa8 
Mxra8 22. cxd5 e5 23. Re3 f5 24. 
Mxb3+ Milov,L — Van Der 
Werf Berlin 1993 


11.— &g4 12. h3 &xf3 13. AxfB 
e6 14. &g5 


14. a4 We7 15. &g5 Bfe8 16. 
Wd2 a5 17. He2 Wd6 18. Bael 
HS 19. £b3 D7b6 20. Yel 
Hac8 21. h4 c5 22. Wdl h6 23. 
d2 cxd4 24. Qxd4 Dc4= 
Ivanov,A — Kengis Pavlodar 
1987 


14. — We7 15. Wd2 Bfe8 16. 
Had1 b5 17. &b3 a5 18. a3 A7b6 
19. &h6 Had8 20. De5 c5 21. 
&xg7 &xg7 22. dxc5 Wxc5 23. 
&xd5 Axd5 24. Ag4 


24. — £6 25. Wh6t @h8 26. Hd4 
We7 27. Wd2 Bd7 28. Hdl Hed8 


Alekhine Defence 


29. He3 Ab6 30. Hxd7 Now 
the positions are already equal. 
White stood more promisingly 
earlier. %—'4 Klovan — Kengis 
Latvia 1990; 


B) 11. Adf3 AxeS 12. Axe5 
“AcT= 


11. — Yxd7 12. He4 


12. &b3 Had8 13. DPB We7 14. 
We2 Bfe8 15. &e5 


15. 2d2 2g4 16. h3 Bxf3 17. 
Wxf3 e6 18. Had] b5 19. 2g5 
£7 20. h4 a5 21. a3 Bc8 22. h5 
h6 23. &cl g5= Panbukchian — 
Kengis Pula 1990 : 


15. — h6 16. &h4 Af4 17. He3 
4d5 18. We2 Af4 19. We3 Ad5 
“%—”A Panchenko,A — Kengis 
Gausdal 1991 


12. — b6 


13. h3 “c7 14. &fl h6 15. &f4 
Hfd8 16. Ad2 c5!?= 


13. — &f5 14. h3 f6 15. Af3 Hae’ 
16. &f1 Re6 17. c4 Ac7 18. RF4 
&f7 19. Wad Ae6 20. Re3 Bc8 21. 
Had] Bfd8 22. b4t 

Van der Wiel — Bagirov Yerevan 
1996 


10. Af3 


10. Axd7 

The capturing on d7 usually loses 

the advantage acquired in the open— 

ing. 

10. — &xd7 11. Ad2 Abé6 
11. — a5 12. a4 Se6 13. &fl 
Wb6 14. Ae4 Had’ 15. WH RFS 
16. h3 Bfe8 17. Ad2 We7 18. 
4\c4 c5= Handoko — Conquest 
Dhaka 1995 


12. &b3 a5 13. a4 Ad5 14. WR Ac7 
15. Ae4 Ke6 16. &c2 


16. &d1? Rd5 17. We2 He8 18. 
f4= Morovic — Adams Santiago 
1997 


16. — &f5 17. &g5= 


10. — A7f6 


10. — 47b6 11. &f1 Re4 12. Abd2 
e6 13. h3 &xf 14. AxfB Hc8 


With the plan of the further move 
c5. 


166 


__ Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Df6 2. 5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 4, D3 exd5 


15. c4 He7 16. b3 AFS 17. Le3 


: 


17. — &xe3!? 


17. —c5 18. &g5! &f6 19. &xf6 
Wxf6 20. dxcS Hxc5 21. Wd2 
Hd8 22. Y f4+ Ostojic — Bagirov 
Neu Isenburg 1992 


18. fxe3 cS= 
Bagirov 


11. Abd2 b6!? 


Developing the bishop on the long 
diagonal is an idea deserving atten— 
tion. 


12. He5 &b7 13. Adf3 e6 14. &e5 
h6 15. &£d2?! Bc8 16. &fl c5 17. 
Wad cxd4 18. Axd4 a6 19. Hadi 
b5 20. We2 Ad7 21. Adf3 DAxeS 
22. AxeS We7 23. DAg4 g5 24. &cl 
h5 25. Ae3 Af4F 


Kholmov — Onoprienko Smolensk 
1997 


5.2.4.2.4 — 4. Of3 dxe5 5. AxeS 
£6 6. 2c4 c6 7. 0-0 &p7 8. Hel 
0-0 9. &b3 Ad7 


1. e4 Afé 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 4. A 
dxe5 5. Dxe5 26 6. 2c4 c6 7. 0-0 
£97 8. Hel 0-0 9. &b3 


9. —a5!? 


The position coming into being is 
similar to those which have the a4 
a5 pair of moves in the main line. 
Perhaps it is more favourable for 
Black. 


10. a4 


10. c3 Ad7 
10. — £f9 11. h3 
42 
11. — 2d7 12. Df3 D7b6 
12. — Be8!? 
13. a3 We7 14. Dbd2 ad 15. 
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Alekhine Defence 


fa2 c5 16. dxc5 Wxc5= Short 
— Agdestein Isle of Lewis 1995 


11. A D7b6 12. a4 We7 13. 
&g5 
13. h3 


13. — &g4 14. DAbd2 c5 15. h3 
&xf3 16. Yxf3 e6 17. c4?! Ab4 
18. &f4 Yo6 19. Yxc6 bxc6 20. 
dxc5 “d7 21. £d6 Ad3 22. &xf8 
&xf8 23. He2 Hb8 24. Bbl 
47xc5 25. &c2 Axb2% Black has 
already have a pawn for the 
exchange and the positions of 
other two are uncertain. Korch— 
noi — Vaganian Horgen 1995 


10. — &e6 11. c3 We7 12. Ad3 
Ad7 13. Ad2 Hfe8 14. Ae4 h6 15. 
WR 2f5 16. Rd2 Yb6 17. &c2 
Had8 18. He2 “7f6= 


Godena — Kveinys Debrecen 1992 
10. Af3 
10. c3?! AxeS 11. dxe5S Bf5a 


10. — “7f6 


A) 10. — b5? 11. &xd5! cxd5 12. 
“Ac3+; 


B) 10. — 47b6 11. c4 Ac7!? 


11. — Df6?! 12.h3 KFS 13. Ac3 
Wc7 14. Re5 Be6 15. We2t 
Gallegher — Lukasiewicz Berm 
1990 


12. 2e3@ 
11. c4! 


It is more accurate than 11. h3 when 
Black can choose from among sev— 
eral plans. 


A) 11. 3 bS 


11. — e6 12. c4 De7 13. Dc3 b6 
14. 2f4 2b7 15. We2 Ra6 


16. Ye2!2= 
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16. Had]? Ded5 17. Re5 Dxc3 
18. bxc3 We72 Short — Va- 
ganian Riga 1995 


12. &g5 Re6 13. Abd2 Ac7 14. c3 
&d5 15. DeS Ae6 16. Rh4 c5 17. 
dxc5 @xc5 18. &xd5 Wxd5 19. 
4\b3 Axb3 20. axb3 YYb7= 


Lau — Bjerring Munich 1993; 


B) 11. &g5 a5 12. c3 £e4 13. Abd2 
h6 14. &xf6 2xf6 15. a4 6 16. h3 
&xf3 17. YxfB 2g7 18. Ded Ye7 
19. g3 Had8 20. h4 YY/b6 21. &c4 h5 
22. He2 Bd7 23. Bael Wd8 24. &b3 
To make headway is not easy one of 
the sides either. “—4 Van der Wiel 
— Gausel Slough 1997 


11. — Ac7 


11. — b6?! 


This move would only hinder 
Black’s play on the queen side. 


12. h3!? cS 
12. — b5!? 


13. Ac3 cxd4 14. Axd4 De6 15. 
Re3 Axd4 16. Yxd4! 


White would exchange the queens 
with pleasure, for the endgame is 
more favourable for it. 


16. — £e6 


____Chapter 5 — 1. e4 @f6 2. e5 Dd5 3.d4d6 4. Af3 dxeS 


16. — Wxd4 17. &xd4 ARe6 18. 
“bST 


17. Yh4t Wa5 


18. c5! &xb3?! 
18. — &d7!? 19. &d4 Bfest 


19. axb3 Yc7 20. b4 a6?! 21. &f4! 
Wc6 22. Bxe7 Ad5 23. Axd5 YWxd5 
24. We4! Hae8 25. Wd7!+— 


Kasparov — Adams Linares 1997 
(Psakhis) 


5.2.4.2.5 — 4. OB dxe5 5. Axe5 
£6 6. £c4 c6 7. 0-0 297 8. Hel 
0-0 9. 2b3 £e6 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 AdS5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
dxe5 5. Axe5 g6 6. &c4 c6 7. 0-0 


169 


Alekhine Defence 


£g7 8. Bel 0-0 9. 2b3 


This is the most popular position in 
the system 4. — dxeS. 


10. Ad2 


A) 10. c3 d7 11. AB 
The exchange of the knight is obvi— 
ously favourable for Black because 
it has the less space. 
11. — Ac7 
11. — &g4 12. &g5 
12. h3 Bxf3 13. Wxf3 e6 14. 
Ad2 b5 15. Ded a5 16. a4t 
12. — He8 13. Abd2 a5 14. h3 
&xf3 15. Axf3 ALS 16. a3 YWeo7 
17. We2 De6 18. Rh4 Had8 19. 
Had] YWc8 20. Hd2 &f6 21. &g3 
“Ag5 22. He5 Ae6 23. Ra2 Ag7 
24. Wa4+ Novik — Simonenko 
St. Petersburg 1993 


12. &xe6 Axe6 13. Wb3 Wb6 14. 
Wc4 c5 15. d5 “Ac7 16. Bxe7 Wd6 


17. Hel Wxd5 18. Aa3 Abe! 
18. — Wxc4 19. Axc4 Af6 20. 
&f4 Deb 21. Rd6 Hfd8 22. a4t 
Tseshkovsky — Kengis USSR 
1981 

19. Yxd5 
19. Wh4 Bfe8!F 

19. — Acxd5 20. &g5 
20. £d2!? 


20. — h6! 21. &d2 “a4!F 22. Habl 

Hfe8 23. Sfl a6 24. Ac4 Hxelt! 
24. — b5?! Howell — Kengis 
London 1991 

25. Dxel b5 26. Ae3 Hd8!F 

Black has a superior position. 

Kengis 

B) 10. h3 Ad7 11. Af3 Ac7 12. cA! 


y, 
Z 


It is better and more logical than 12. 
c3. It does not allow the e6 bishop to 
be exchanged and Black is threat— 
ened by the move d5 too. 
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Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 DdS 3. d4 d6 4. DEB exd5 


12. c3 &d5! 13. Rg5 
a) 13. £f4 De6 14. Bh2 


14. &93= 


14. — 4b6 15. Abd2 c5 16. 
dxc5S Axc5S 17. Bxd5 Wrd5 18. 
kixe7 DAba4 19. We2 


aad 


4 : YE: 
; ay We é 4 
e 


LZ 


19, Db3 Ad3!2%5 
19. — Bae8&s Ostojic — Kengis 
Godesberg 1992; 


b) 13. Abd2 Debt 
13, — 5?! 14. &xd5 @xd5 15. 
Wb3+ 


13. — He6 14. Re3 Ab6= 


14. — b5? 15. Bxd5! cxd5 16. 
Yb Dc7 17, Bf4! e6 18. ad!t 
Kengis 

18, &xc7?! xc7_19. Wxb5 
Hab8 20. We2 Wbh6s Pol- 
gar,S — Kengis Vienna 1991 
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12. — Ab6 


12. — bS5 13. d5 cxd5 14. cxd5 
&f5 15. Ad4 Rxd4 16. Yxd4 
“6 17. Rh6 He8 18. Ac3 a5 19. 
He5 b4 20. He2 Ha6 21. Hel Hd6 
22. Af4 “e6?? (It is a blunder. 
22. — &c8+t) 23. Axe6 Rxe6 24. 
dxe6 1-0 Markovic — Pajkovic 
Niksic 1997 


13. We2 a5 14. a4 De8 


14. — He8?! 15. Ac3 Ac8 16. 
&e3 Ad6 17. Had] Wc8 18. &f4 
b5 19. axb5 Acxb5 20. Aa4+ 
Titov — Panchenko Moscow 
1991 


15. Dgs 


15. &£4!19 Dd6? 16. d5 cxd5 17. 
c5+ 


15. — &xd4 16. Axe6 fxe6 17. 
Wxe6t Gh8 18. Re3!? Rxb2 19. 
Ha2s Videki; 


C) 10. &g5!? 


Al 
ca 
Yin 
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Alekhine Defence 


It is a new move deserving attention 
in this frequently occured position. 
It hinders the exchange of the pieces 
not moving h3 too early. 
10. — 4d7 11. Af3 “Ac7 12. c4 Ab6 
13. Yel He8 14. h3 a5 15. a3 

15. a4 
15.— a4 16. Ra2 Ha5 17. Re3 DcB 
18. Ac3 Ad6 19. d5 cxd5 20. &b6 
Ha6 21. cxd5 &F5 22. ad4t 
Ulybin — Bae Stockholm 1997 


10. — Ad7 11. Def3 
11. AdfB AxeS 12. dxe5 


12. Axe5 a5 13. c3 We7 14. Ad3 
&f5 15. &g5 Bfe8 16. Wd2 &xd3 
17. Yxd3 a4 18. &c4 a3 19. bxa3 
Exa3 20. &b3 e6 4% Kholmov 
— Bagirov Bmo 1991 


12. —a5 (12. — Dc7; 12. — Wc7) 
13. c3 Ye7 

13. — &g4 
14. h3 Bfd8 15. Ad4 Kc8 


Z T77. ‘yy, , 


epg yy, 


16. e6!? f5 17. WR a4 18. &xd5 
Bxd5 19. &f4 Wd8 20. Had] &xd4 
21. cxd4 Ha6 22. h4 


White’s attack is supported by the 
remaining bishops of opposite 
colour. 


22. — c5 23. dxcS &xe6 24. &h6 
&f7 25. Ho3+— Bf6 26. Bxd5 &xd5 
27. Hdl Hf7 28. We5 e6 29. Yxeb6 
1-0 


De Firmian — Tal Moscow 1990 


11. — Ac7 


11. — 2g412.h3 &xf3 13. Axf3 6 


13. — a5 14. Re5 Be8 15. c4 
D5b60 


14. &g5 We7 15. c4 DSF6 16. Wd2 
a5 17. &f4! 


17. a4 Bfe8 18. RF4 W6 19. Ra2 

c5 20. &e3 Hac8 21. Hadl eS!= 

Ulybin — Bagirov Moscow 1991 
17. — Wb6 18. £d6 Bfd8 19. cSt 
Bagirov 


12. De4 


A) 12. ¢3 c5 


12. — &d5 13. He4 He8 14. &g5 
AHe6 15. 2h4 Abb 16. We2 a5 17. 
a4 4c4 18. &a2 YWb6= Yudasin 
— Agdestein Moscow 1994 
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Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 DAdS 3.d4d64. DBdxeS 


13. &xe6 Axe6 14. d5 “Ac7 15. De4 
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15. — Dfé! 16. c4 
16. AxcS Acxd5 17. Yb3 We7= 


16. — Dxe4 17. Bxe4 e6 18. &g5!? 
f6 19. d6?! 


19. &£4 e5a 
19. — De8 20. Exeé fxg5t 
Christiansen — Kengis Manila 
1992 Kengis; 


B) 12. 2c4 a5 13. a4 &d5 14. 3 
Ae6 15. AfeS AxeS 16. AxeS &xb3 
17. Yxb3 Wd6 18. &d2 c5 19. He2 
&xeS 20. Bxe5 cxd4 21. Bd5 Yc6 


21. — a6?! Milos — Llanos 
San Luis 1995 


22. cxd4 Hfd8 23. Hxa5 BxaS 24. 
&xa5 Bxd4F 


Burgess 


12. — &d5!? 


12. — &xb3?! 13. axb3 De6 14. c3 
He8 


15. h4 

15. Y2!? 
15. — Af6 16. Degs Dxg5 17. hxg5 
4d7 

17. — &d5 


18. &f4 e6 19. We2 a6 20. Be2 Hc8 
21. Hael?! 

21. b4 with further Ha5 
21. — Wa5 22. Ad2 WFS 23. Yxf5 
gxf5 24. Ac4 £8 25. b4t 


Black is pushed entirely off without 
any chance to play. Adams — Tu 
Yerevan 1996 Adams 


13. c4 &xe4 14. Bxe4 c5 15. d5 
“f6= 
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Alekhine Defence 


Chapter 6 
1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 g6 


6.1 — 4, DB g6 5. Dgs 


1. e4 Afé 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
26 
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In the following we are dealing with 
the variation 4. — g6 of the Ale— 
khine Defence, which together the 
move 4. — “b6 has become popu-— 
lar recently, and the authors of the 
present book are in favour of it as 
well. It is not accidental that the line 
4. — &b6 is mentioned here, since 
the continuations often fall into each 
other by the means of change of 
moves. The opportunities are divid— 
ed into three different groups. The 
first group, analyzed here, contains 
those ways of playing when White 
does not make the move c4, either 


immediately or later, except for the 
special “g5 line. These variations 
belong to the system 4. — g6 as 
sublines deserving less attention. 


5. Ags 


It is an interesting idea which is not 
preferred. Besides there are the fol— 
lowing lines possible: 


A) 5. Ac3 Axc3 
The move 5. — b6 has already 


been mentioned earlier. 


6. bxc3 &g7 7. BbSt c6 8. &d3 
dxe5 9. AxeS 0-0 10. 0-0 Ad7 11. 
f4 ®xeS5 12. fxe5 Re6 13. Re3 bS= 


Faibisovich — Hudecek Pardubice 
1996; 


B) 5. g3 
It does not count to be a too dinam— 
ic Move nowadays. 


5. — &g7 6. &g2 0-0 7. 0-0 Acé 8. 
exd6 cxd6 9. c3 h6 10. Abd? e5 11. 


‘dxe5 dxe5 12. Ac4 e4 13. Ad4 


4\xd4 14. cxd4 


Because of the blocked isolated 
pawn Black has the more promising 
opportunities. 


14. — f5 15. f8 exf3 16. &xf3 Sh7 
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___ Chapter 6 — 1. e4 Sf6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. A g6 


16. — f4!? 17. De5 fxg3 18. hxg3 
DeT+ 


17. De5 £6 18. Hel Wb6 19. Sh 
Had8 20. &d27 
Suetin — Vaganian Yerevan 1994; 


C) 5. exd6 cxd6 6. 2e2 &g7 7. 0-0 
0-0 8. Hel Ac6 9. c3 h6 10. Abd2 


It does not set Black a big task. 

10. — e5 11. &fl Ab6 12. dxe5 
dxe5 13. Ac4 Wxdl 14. Bxdl Axc4 
15. &xc4 e4 16. Ad4 Axd4 17. 
cxd4 Hd8 


17. — &g4 18. Bel= 
18. &e3 Aged 19. Bd2 Hac8 20. 
&b3= 
Borgo — Vaganian Reggio Emilia 
1993 


5. — c6 


5. — dxe5 


It is the introductory move of a 
sharp position. 


6. dxeS h6 7. c4 hxg5 8. cxd5 &g7 
9. &xg5 Bxe5 10. Ac3 Wd6 11. 
We2 &xc3t 


11. — Bxh2!? 12. Bxh?2 &xh2F 
12. bxc3 Hh5 


White is attacking aggressively, but 
Black is defending itself resource— 
fully. 


13. h4 f6 14. &e3 Hxd5 15. h5 


We5 16. &d4 Wxe2t 17. Rxe2 gxh5 
18. &xhSt Sf8 19. Rf HgsS 20. 
&e3 Hg8 21.0007 !5 


White would have carried on better. 
Stripunsky — Kravtsenko Karvina 
1992 


21. Bh7 &f5 22. &xb7 &xh7 23. 
axa8t 


6. &e4 


After this move Black must be care— 
ful having certain difficulties. The 
following lines were possible too: 


A) 6. f4!2 &g7 7. &c4 0-0 8. 0-0 
4\a6!? 9. &b3 Dac7 10. c4 Abé6 11. 
4\c3 dxe5 12. fxe5 


It is the crucial position. 
12. — c5? 


Black has a disadvantageous posi— 
tion very soon. 


12. — f6!@ Khmelnitsky,I 
13. dxcS5 Wxdl 14. Hxdl Ad7 15. 
e6+ 
Kosikov — Khmelnitsky Kiev 
1989; 
B) 6. c4 
It leads to a difficult position. 
6. — Ac7 7. WB f6 8. exf6 exf6 9. 
We3t 


9. He4 f5 10. Aec3 £7 11. d5 
0-0 12. Re2 cxd5 13. cxd5 Ad7= 
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Alekhine Defence 


Ivanov — Kakageldyev USSR 
1979 


9. — &e7 
9. — We7 10. Ae4 Sf7 11. c5+ 


10. AB 


10. e4 Now Black can quickly 
equalize. 10. — 0-0 with further 
f5 and d5 


10. — 0-0 11. &d3 He8 
11. — d5 12. 0-0 He8 


12. 0-0 d5 
12. — £f8 13. Wd2! &g4 14. 
Wa f5!2? 15. d5@ c5 16. Ac3t 
Tal,M 

13. Ac3 £8 
13. — &e6 14. b3 


14. Wd2 dxc4 15. &xc4t Le6 16. 
Wd3 “ba6? 
16. — Ad7= 17. d5 Ac5 


17. a3+ Ljubojevic — Tal Brussels 
1988 


6. — &g7 


6. — f6? 
It is obviously less effective than 
after c4 and “c7. 


7. exf6 exf6 8. Ae4 f5 9. Rxd5 cxd5 
10. Ags Ag7 11. Re3 WEG 12. 
WR3+ 


Kupreichik — Lutikov USSR 1969 


7. We2 


7. exd6?! 
White cannot count on having 
advantage. 


7. — Yxd6 8. 0-0 0-0 9. c3 &F5 10. 
4\d2 Ad7 11. Ade4 Axe4 12. Axe4 
Wec7 13. &g5 h6 14. &d2 bS 15. 
&b3 a5 16. a3 a4 17, Ra2 eSF 
Schroeder — Akopian Berlin 1996 


7.— 00 


Black can be satisfied with the 
opening. 
7. — h6 8. AB &g4= 


8. 0-0 e6?! 


8. — dxe5 

With mutual chances. 

9. dxe5 h6 10. Af3 &g4 11. Abd2 
We7 12. h3 &xfB 13. AxfB e6= 
Chekhov 

9. Hc3! 

White gets a dangerous initiative. 


9. — xc3 10. bxc3 d5 

Black does not give up the e4 point. 
10. — dxe5 11. dxeS Wa5 12. f4 
Yxc3 13. Re3T Chekhov 


11. &£d3 c5 12. Wg4i+ 


Vasiukov — Larsen,B Moscow 
1959 
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6.2.1 — 4. Df3 g6 5. c4 Abb 6. 
exd6 cxd6 7. &e2 &g7 8. 0-0 0-0 
9. h3 


1, e4 AF6 2. eS AdS5 3. d4 dé 4. Df3 
£6 5. c4 Ab6 6. exd6 cxd6 
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In the second part of the Alekhine 
Defence’s 4. — g6 system divided 
into three we are dealing with those 
variations in which White makes the 
move c4, and it still does not choose 
the setups applied the most fre— 
quently. 


7. Re2 


7. Ac3 &g7 8. h3 


It has not been ascertained so far if 
the move h3 is essential or White 
can let the black bishop move on g4. 
It is a matter of taste to choose one 
of them. 


8. —00 9. &e3 


9. Re2 Acb 

9. — e5?! An advancing move 
would give Black more oppor— 
tunities. 10. 2g5 f6 11. #e3 
£e6 12. d5 &f7 13. 0-0 Da6 14. 
Hcl h6 15. Del f5 16. 4 exf4 
17, Sxf4 He8 18. Wd2 g5z 
Rechel — Mowsziszian 1995 


10. 0-0 He8 


10. —d5 11. c5 Qc4 12. Bxc4? 
It is a serious mistake, White 
should rather have moved b3 
instead. 12. — dxc4 13. d5 Ab4 
14. £e3 fF 15. a3 Dc2 16. 
Hcl Axe3 17. fre3 Bd3 18. Ef2 
&xc3¥ Arkell — Regan Black- 
pool 1990 


11. &e3 e5 12. dS Ae7 13. c5 
dxc5 14. &b5 @d7 15. Ded AFS 
16. &xc5 Axc5 17. Axc5 Hs 18. 
Wb3 2d6+ Markun — Rogulj 
Bled 1992 


9. — “c6 10. Hcl 


It is a good idea to give up castling 
in the short term. 


10. — e5 

It seems to be a logical move, since 

White’s king is still in the middle. 
10. — d5 11. c5 Ac4 12. &xc4 
dxc4 13. 0-0 &f5 14. Ya4 e5 


14. — £d3 The bishop is not 
placed well on d3, and although 
it saves the pawn it stands in 
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Alekhine Defence _ 


need of defence itself, so this is 
the basic deficiency of this 
whole system. 15. Bfdl e5 16. 
d5 De7 17. d6 As 18. Delt 


15. dxeS AxeS5 16. AxeS Kxe5 
17. Bfd1 &d3 18. b3 Y/h4?? 19. 
Exd3+— Joecks — Movsziszian 
Hamburg 1993 


11. d5 


The centre become rigid and a long— 
winded manoeuvring starts. 


11. dxe5 dxeS 


1]. — @ve5 12. Dre5 Bxe5 
Black’s pawn structure is 
whimsical a little, but if it can 
get the chance to make the move 
g5, its problems will disappear. 
13. Re2 Re6 14. b3 d5 15. cxd5 
xc3f 16. Bxc3 Axd5 17. Ba3 
Dxe3 18. Bxd8 AxdI1 19. Bxa8 
Exa8 20. Sxd1= Serper — Yer- 
molinsky Tilburg 1994 


12. c5 Ad7 13. &c4 It is the cru- 
cial position when a slight inac— 
curacy can be fatal. 13. — Wa5 
14. a3 White takes the risk of 
having the material disadvantage 
to land Black in a difficulty in 
return for it. 14. — e4 15. @d2 
Axc5 16. b4 Wxa3 17. &xc5 
&xc3 18. &xf8 Sxf8 19. bS €3 
20. fxe3+ And White keeps the 
advantage having a better posi— 
tion. Zagrebelny — Remizov St 


Petersburg 1994 


11. — He7 12. &e2 h6 


12. — f5 13. BgS5 £f6 14. 
&xf6 White’s prospects are more 
favourable because of the space 
advantage and the weakened dark 
squares. 14. — Wxf6 15. De4 
d8 16. O-O+ Serper — Yermo-— 
linsky Tilburg 1994 


13. 0-0 Df5 14. &d2 Ad7 15. b4 b6 
16. Hel a6 17. &f1 &b7 18. Yb3 
Hb8 19. a3 &h7+ 

Taking the space advantage into 
account White stands better. Kveiy— 
nis — Bagirov Manila 1992 


7. — &p7 8. 0-0 


8. Ac3 0-0 9. &g5 h6 


As it was mentioned and shown 
earlier the forced pawn move h6 is 
good for Black. 


10. £e3 Ac6 11. d5!? 


It is a confused move leading to a 
difficult position. 


11. Wd2+ 


11. — a5 12. &d4 Daxc4 13. 
&xg7 &xg7 14. Wd4t Be5 15. 
“xe5 dxe5 16. YxeS5t f6 17. We4 
&f5 18. WF Hc8 19. 0-0 Ac4 20. 
&xc4 Hxc4= Polgar — Varga,Z 
Hungary 1995 


8. — 0-0 
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Chapter 6 — 1. e4 “f6 2. eS Ad5S 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 26 


8. — &g4 9. £e3 Ac6 10. Abd2?! 


If you compares the games to each 
other, it will turn out, that it is better 
to develop the knight on c3. 


10. — 0-0 11. Hcl e5 12. dS He7 
13. h3 


13. Del Bxe2 14. Wxe2 f5F 
Blatny,P 
13. — &xB 14. AxfB h6 15. Yb3 
‘FS 16. Hfdl 
16. &xb6 axb6F 


16. — @d7 


This move firms up Black’s advan— 
tage. 


17. Yxb7 Hb8 18. Yxa7 Bxb2 19. 
&d3 Axe3 20. Yxe3 
20. fxe3 Ac5 


20. — Bxa2F 
Blatny,P 


9. h3 Ac6 10. Ac3 


10. b3?! 


It is a strange move not offering the 
bishop the best placed. 


10. — e5 11. &b2 e4 12. Del Leb 
13. a4 d5 14. c5?! 
14. a5 Ad7 15. Wd2 f5 16. Ac2= 


14. — d7 15. Wd2a5 16. Aa3 
Wh4! 17. AbS Habs 18. Yc3?! 


It is the ultimate inaccuracy, but 
White has already been going 
through a bad patch so far. 


18. “c2 Axc5+ 


18. — f5 19. f4 g5 20. &cl Bbc8 21. 
Re3 b6 22. DBd6 bxc5 23. Axc8 
4&\xd4—+ 


Szitas — Krizsany Koszeg 1997 
10. — &f5 
It is considered to be the best con— 


tinuation. 
10. — e5 11. &e3 


11. &g5 f6 12. Re3 exd4 13. 
4xd4 d5? 14. cxdS @xd4 15. 
Wxd4 f5 16. Wd3+ Blatny,P 


11. — &f5 12. d5 He7 


12. — Ab4 13. Bcl He8 14. a3 
4a6 15. b4t 


13. a4! a5 
13. — Abc8!? 14. a5 &d7 


14. Wb3 Dec8 15. cSt 
Malakhov — Gyimesi Balatonbe— 


rény 1995 
11. &f4 


It is an inaccurate attempt. The 
bishop must be placed on e3. 


A) 11. &g5h6 12. &f4 &h7?! 
It indicates exaggerated cautious— 
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ness. 


12. — e5 13. &e3 e4 14. Ad2 
&\xd4 15. &xd4 &xd4 16. 
Adxe4£ 


13. Hcl e5 14. &e3 Bc8?! 
14. — e4! 


15. d5 Ab4 16. a3 Aa6 17. AbS Ba8 
18.b4 &d7 19. Axd6 &a4 20. &xb6 
axb6 21. Wxa4+ 


Van Mil — Karolyi Dieren 1988 21. 
— Wxd6; 


B) 11. d5?! 


White’s initiative does not seem to 
be sufficient for the sacrificed pawn. 


11. — a5 12. Ad4 Aaxc4 13. 
“)xf5 gxf5 14. Bel Wd7 15. a4 a5 
16. &d3F 


Adhami — Urday Thessaloniki 
1988 


11. — h6é 


11. —e5 12. &g5 Wb8 13. d5 


The position promises a slight ben— 
efit for White in a long, manoeu— 
vring fight. 


13. — Ad8 14. Hcl Ac8 15. Wd2 
b6 16. &h6?! 


16. Bfeit 


16. —f6 17. &xg7 &xg7 18. b4 a5 
19. a3 AF7 20. Ah4 De7 21. f4o 


_______ Alekhine Defence _ 


Tompa — Dubois Capelle la Grande 
1991 


12. Hel Hc8? 
It is a bad move. 


12. — e5 13. Re3 e4 14. Helt 


13. d5 He5 14. b3+ 
Timoschenko — Rogulj Varna 1977 


6.2.2 — 4. Df3 g6 5. c4 Abé 6. 
exd6 cxd6 7. £e2 &g7 8. 0-0 0-0 
9. Ac3 


1. e4 Af 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 
£6 5. c4 Ab6 6. exd6 cxd6 7. 2e2 
p78. 0-0 0-0 


We have arrived at that part of the 
book, in which we are going to deal 
with the two more frequent varia— 
tions of the system coming into 
existence by moving 4. — g6. Asa 
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main line it will be given the case 
when Black tries to spare the pawn 
move h3 and let Black’s bishop get 
to g4, and another system will also 
be shown here in which White 
places its bishop on e3 after the nor— 
mal advancing moves (9. h3 “c6 
10. Ac3 &f5). 


9. Dc3 
9. h3 Ac6 10. Ac3 KFS 11. Re3 


Ya 
ZZ 


It is the most popular move. The 
position coming into being is 
regarded to be the basic setup of this 
variation. 


11. — d5 12. c5 
The typical move of the line. 


12. cxd5 It does not seem to be 
good at first sight either. White 
only counts on some advantage in 
the case of Black’s bad play. 12. 
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— 4xd5 13. Yb3 Axe3 14. fxe3 
&c8? 
14. — BAh6= 
15. Bad1 b6 16. Ag5S+ Tiviakov — 
Timer Clichy 1991 


12. — 4c4 13. &cl?! 

The point of White’s move is that it 
tries to endanger the black knight 
after b3, but an error has crept into 
its calculations. 


13. &xc4 It result in a very inter— 
esting position with mutual 
chances. 13. — dxc4 14. Wa4 
Black owns a bishop pair, while 
White has a solid centre. 14. — 
&d3e0 In this dynamic position 
the opportunities of both sides 
have not been cleared up so far. 


14. — e5 After the exchanges in 
the centre the positions usually 
are equal. 15. Bfdl exd4 16. 
Dxd4 


16. Wxc4!? d3 17, g4 &e6 18, 
Wxd3_ Wxd3 19. Bxd3 f5 20, 
Hd6 fxg4 21, Ah2 g3 22, Bxe6 


gxh2t 23. &g2 &e5F Oesterle 
— Polaczec Forli 1990 


16. — Axd4 17. &xd4 Bxd4 18. 
Bxc4 Bxf2t 19. Sxf2 Wf6 20. 
Wd4 YWyxd47= Brzozka — Skro— 
bek Poland 1991 


15. Bfd1 Was 


_ Alekhine Defence 


A) 15. — f§ It is disadvanta— 
geous for Black. 16. d5 De5 17. 
Bel f4 18. Ad4 f3 19. Bxe5 
&xe5 20. Axd3 cxd3 21. Bxd3t 
Garofalo — Buonocore Italy 
1989; 

B) 15. — e5 16. dxe5 D2xe5 17. 
Dxe5 Bxe5 18. Zacl f5 19. £h6 
He8 20. b3 &xc3 21. Bxc3 Y6 
22. Edcl He2 23. Wd7 Bd8s 
Grabczevski — Jansa Lugano 
1968 


16. Yxa5 xa5 Exchanging the 
queens the c4 does not look so 
weak in the least, but Black’s 
pressure decreased in the centre 
at the same time. 17. Del &f5 
18. g4 &d7 19. b4 cxb3 20. axb3 
4c6 21. Hacl f5 22. f3 fxg4 23. 
fxg4 h5@ Krayz — Varga,Z Bu- 
dapest 1992 


13. — bé! 


y oy ‘& Yip a % 
, tify, 


And it tums out, that moving b3 is 


grist to Black’s mill because of the 
weakened long diagonal. 


14. cxb6 


14. b3 bxc5 15. bxc4 cxd4 16. 
Wa4 &d7 17. cxd5 AeS 18. AbS 
d3 19. AxeS5 dxe2 20. Hel 
&xe5— Dunis — Krizsany Nice 
1997 
14. — axb6 15. b3 Ad6 16. g4 Be4 
17. &b2 &xf3 18. &xfB e6 19. He2 
b5 20. a3 Yb6F 


Mohd — Polaczek Manila 1992 


9,.— &g4 


SS 
BE 


x 


a Yt 
Ay Le, 


This position occuring also quite 
often in the practice is more flexible 
from the strategic point of view and 
less committing as far as the tactical 
aspects are concemed than the sys— 
tems with h3. 


10. £e3 Ac6 11. b3 
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White was threatened by &xf3. 


11. d5 
It is an incorrect move. 


11. — &xf3 12. gxf3 DeS 13. Bd4 
Bed7 14. &xg7 &xg7 15. Wd4t 
“f6 16. f4 DAbd7 17. b3 YWbé6 18. 
We3 BfesF 


Krapivin — Gipslis USSR 1988 


11. — d5 


Black has another reliable and 
modem opportunity to defend: 


A) 11. — e6 12. Wd2 d5 13. c5 Ac8 
14. b4 a6 15. Babl A8e7 16. a4 
&xf8 17. &xfB AP 18. He2 h5S 19. 
g3 Axe3 20. fxe3 We5 21. h4 We7 
22. Af4 Weo7 23. &g2 De7= 


Beni — Braun, Austria 1990; 


B) 11. — eS 

It leads to a complicated, double— 
edged fight having the purpose to 
control the more important centre 
squares, especially the d4 point. 


12. dxe5 


It is a natural reply leading to an 
equal play after the succession of 
exchanges. 


12. — dxeS 13. c5 


a) 13. h3 &xf3 14. &xf3 f5 15. 
Wxd8 Hfxd8 16. &xb6 axb6 17. 
Ad5t Sf8 18. AbS Hd7 19. a4 e4 


20. Hael He8= Nogrady — Kri- 
zsany Budapest 1996; 


b) 13. Wxd8 Bfxd8 14. Badl £5 
15. DgS Kxe2 16. Axe2 Exdl 
17. Hxd1 He8 18. Ac3 Ad4 19. 
®fl= Farkas — Krizsény Veszp— 
rém 1996 


13. — &c8 14. h3 &f5 15. Dgs 
4d4 16. &c4 h6 17. Age4 Re6 18. 
&xe6 Axe6 19. He2 Ad4= 


Tiviakov — Hauchard Torcy 1991 


12. ¢5 


White has a more active position 
and initiative on the queen side, but 
its centre pawn is weak and it needs 
permanent defence. 


12. — c8 13. b4 


13. Hel Rxe2 14. Axe2 b6 15. Hcl 
e6t 
Hiibner — Timman Sarayevo 1991 


13. — a6 


13.— &xPB 14. &xPB e6 15. bS5 AaS 
16. &e2 b6 17. Yd2?! 


17. c6£ 
17. — a6 


17. — bxcS It is a bad move 
which leads to White’s benefit. 
18. dxc5 d4 19. Had1+ 


18. Hacl bxcS 19. dxc5 axb5 20. 
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Alekhine Defence 


4\xb5 4c6 21. Ad6 A6e7 22. Axc8 
Wxc8 23. c6 We7 24. &cS ReS5= 


Moroz — Palatnik Ukraina 1989 


14. Eb1 e6 15. a4 A8e7 


The aim of the knight is to attack the 
d4 pawn from the f5 point. 


16. b5 axb5 17. axb5 “a5 


There is another weak point (c4) in 
White’s position. 


18. AeS 


18. Hb4 AfS 19. Hel &xfB 20. 
&xP Ac4 21. b6 


21. Bxc4 dxc4 22. &xb7 Ha3 23. 
Wel Ha7F+ 


21. — Ha5 22. AbS Ac6F 


Van Baarle — Van der Tak Gent 
1986 


18. — &xe2 19. Yxe2 AF5 20. 
fd 


20. £4 6 21. APB Ac4 22. Rf2 He8 
23. Ebclo 


Oll — Wach Manila 1992 


20. — &xe5 

White has a disadvantageous posi— 
tion because of its weak pawn being 
advanced too much. 


21. dxeS Axe3 22. YWxe3 Ac4 23. 
Wd4 We7 24. £4 Bfc8+ 


Janosevic — Marinkovic Bled 1989 


Summarizing on the basis of the 
previous parts it can be claimed, that 
in the systems introduced by 4. — 
g6 both sides have plenty of oppor— 
tunities to attack and counter—attack 
beside a dynamic balance of the 
positions. The chances are approxi— 
mately equal. 


6.3.1 — 4. D3 g6 5. &c4 c6 


1. e4 Df6 2. e5 AdS5 3. d4 dé 4. AB 
£6 5. &c4 


This system belongs to the most 
important ways of playing in the 
Alekhine defence. White does not 
pursuit the knight on moving c4, but 
it rather strengthens its centre and 
creates the right conditions for 
occupying it with its pieces later. It 
is a very solid system, so the posi-— 
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tional approach is peculiar to it, 
which is based on the fact that 
Black’s c8 bishop cannot find a 
good place for itself, as it is shown 
by several examples. It can be rec— 
ommended for those chess players 
who are thoughtful and who are not 
conducted by the principle that the 
pieces are in order to sacrificing 
them. Within the system we are 
dealing with those continuations 
when the 5. Ab6 6. &b3 pair of 
moves are omitted. 


5. — c6 6. 0-0 


A) 6. b3 


It is a matter of taste if you make the 
move h3 or not. Both lines are 
equivalent and both moves (6. 0-0 
and 6. h3) have followers in the 
camp of great chess players as well. 


6. — £g77. 0-0 


7. Ye2 dxe5 8. dxe5 0-0 9. 0-0 
4\b6 10. £63 Aa6 11. Re3 “Ac7 
12. Hdl Black’s pieces get stuck. 
12. — We8 13. c4 &F5 14. Ac3 
4d7 15. Bd2 Aa6 16. g4 &e6 17. 
4\d4+ With White’s obvious 
advantage. Sax — Depasquale 
Adelaide 1987 


7. — 0-0 8. We2 


White’s other moves also follow 
similar strategy. 


8. exd6 exd6 9. Hel “c7 10. &g5 


&f6 In this symmetrical position 
White’s pieces are slightly more 
active, but there is no weak point 
in Black’s position. 11. &h6 He8 
12. Hxe8f Axe8 13. &b3 d5 14. 
c4 dxc4 15. &xc4 Ad6 16. &b3 
AF5 17. Wd2 Ad7 18. Ac3 Axh6 
19. Wxh6 Af8 20. Hdl Re6= 
Kasparov — Ivanchuk Gran Ca— 
naria 1996 


8. — a5 

8. — &f5 9. c3 dxe5 10. dxe5 
4d7 11. Hel Yc7 12. £g5 e6 13. 
g4 White gets the bishop pair and 
if it can open up the position, it 
will stands better. 13. — &xbl 
14, Haxb1 h6 15. &d2 Ac5 16. b4 
4a4 17. Bbcl a5 18. Rd3 Bfds8 
19. We4 Hd7 20. Ad4+ Rayner 
— Baburin Capelle 1994 


9. Hel dxe5 10. dxe5 a6 11. 
&xd5?! 
It gives up the advantage. 


11. &xa6 In closed position a 
bishop is not more valuable than 
a kinght. 11. — &xa6 12. c4t 


11. — cxd5 12. Ac3 &e6 13. &e3 
We7 14. Wd2 Bfc8= 

Lobron — Marinkovic Amsterdam 
1987; 

B) 6. @c3 


It is a scarce attempt to get the 
advantage at the expense of having a 
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worse pawn structure in the end— 
game. 


6. — &xc3 7. bxc3 £7 
7. — Wa5!? 8. &d2 &7= With 
approximately equal play. 


8. 0-0 0-0 9. He2 g4 10. Hel d5 
11. &d3 Ad7 12. h3 &xfB 13. YxB 
e6 14. a4 Bc8 15. Ra3t 


Frolov — Gluckman Biel 1993 
6. — &g7 


6. — dxe5 


The main point of this move is to 
avoid the variations in which White 
captures the d6 pawn. 


7. Dxe5 &g7 


7. — Ad7 8. Ac3 Axe5 9. dxe5 
e6 10. He4 Re7 11. DgS The 
wanderings of the knight seems 
to be aimless, since the exchange 
would be favourable for Black. 
11. — ¥4d7 12. Bel 0-0 13. Yd4 
&f 14. c3 Wd8 15. APB hé 
16. &£4 g5 17. &g3 e6 18. Hadl 
We7= Tiviakov — Vaganian 
USSR 1991 


8. Hel 


8. Ad2 Ad7 9. Hef3 If White had 
not made a decision to withdraw 
its knight, Black would have got a 
draw easier due to the exchanges 
on eS. 9. — b5 10. &b3 a5 11. 


Alekhine Defence 


a4 “7b6 12. AeS bxa4 13. Axc6 
Wd6 14. &xd5 Wxd5 15. WB 
&e6 16. c3 Hc8 17. Wxd5 &xd5 
18. a7 Hb8 The passivity of the 
white pieces is a sufficient com— 
pensation for the double pawns, 
so it can equalize the game. 19. 
Hel &d7 20. AbS Bhe8= Nunn 
— Loeffler Germany 1993 


8. — 4d7 9. Df A7b6 10. £fl 
&g4 11. c3 0-0 12. Abd2 c7 13. 
h3 &xf3 14. Axf3 e6 15. g3 Had8 
16. &g5 £f6 17. h4t 

White stands slightly better because 
of the weakened dark squares. Ar— 
nason — Vaganian Moscow 1990 


7. exd6 


A) 7. Hel 


In the case of Black’s accurate play 
White does not get any advantage. 


7.— &g4 

This is the simplest way for Black to 
make the game equal. The line 7. — 
dxe5 8. Axe5 0-0 tums to the vari— 
ation 4. dxe5. 


7. — 0-0 This natural move can— 
not be said to be bad, but we still 
offer you 7. — &g4 instead. 8. 
“\c3 dxe5!? 


8. — xc3 9. bxc3 Lg4 10. 
exd6!? The 10. &f4 was also 
taken into account. 10. — Yxd6 
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11. a4 We7 12. B23 Bf6 13. h3 
Sxf3 14. Yef3t In the open 
position having the bishop pair 
gives White a lasting advantage. 
Wong Zi Jing — Kasrashvili 
1993 


9. Axe5 &e6 


9. — 2xc3!? 10. bxc3 Dd7 11. 
Dgd D6 12. &b3 Dd5 13. 
Dh6t Lh8 14. WH Leo with 


mutual chances. 
10. Ae4 Ac7 11. &b3 

1], &f1!? 
11. — &xb3 12. axb3 De6 13. c3 
“d7= with White’s minimal 
benefit, but Black has good 
opportunities to defend. Polgar,J 


— Akopian Tomeo Magistral 
1997 


8. exd6 Wxd6 9. c3 “Ad7 10. h3 
&xfB 11. Yxf 0-0 12. b3 
12. Ad2 e5 “%% Prasad — 
Palatnik Calcutta 1991 
12. — “A7b6 13. &fl Bfes 14. &b2 
W4 15. Wxf4 Axf4= 


With equal positions. Gallagher — 
Baburin Switzerland 1993; 


B) 7. £b3 0-0 8. c4?! 


White’s setup is contradictory; in 
this line the bishop should rather 
stand on e2. 


8. — Ab6 9. exd6 exd6 10. h3 &F5 
11. Ac3 Da6 12. Af4 d5?! 
12. — b4 This move would 


have led to an equal position. 13. 
c5 dxc5 14. dxc5 Ad7= 


13. c5 Ac4 14. &xc4 dxc4 15. Yad 
&d3 16. Hfd1 Hes 
16. — &xd4 To accept the pawn 
would give Black still fewer 
chances. 17. Hxd3 &xf2t 18. 
xf2 Yxd3 19. Re3+ 


17. &d6 Yc8 18. AeS Bxe5 19. 
dxe5 Wf5 20. Hel f6 21. Ad1+ 


Bologan — Onishchuk Yurmala 
1991 


7. — Yxd6 8. Abd2 


A) 8. Hel 

In most cases it is a change of 
moves only, but let us see some 
exceptions: 


8. — 0-0 


8. — &e4 9. bh3 &xf3 10. Wx 
e6 11. Ac3 0-0 12. gS Ad7 
Black is striving to finish its 
advance; to accept the pawn sac— 
rifice would have been unclear. 


12. — &xd4 13. Ded Hb4= with 
an unclear position. 


13. De4 We7 14. Had] b5 15. 
&b3 a5 16. a3 Hfe8 17. h4 h6é 18. 
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&cl b4 19. c4+ Chandler — 
Vaganian London 1984 


9. Abd2 £F5 10. £b3 a5 11. a4 Dab 
12. Ae4 Wd8 13. He2 Bp 14. c3 
4ac7 15. h3 &c8?! 


Black became totally passive, it 
should rather have captured the f3 
knight. 


16. Ag3 He8 17. HeS Ke6 18. Kc2 
f6 19. h4 @d7 20, hSt 
Brinck—Claussen — Oney Novi Sad 
1990; 


B) 8. h3 


It counts as a good move in the 
given position, since it is difficult to 
find a suitable place for the c8 bish— 
op, and this is a heavy burden on the 
shoulders of the defensive side. 


8. — 0-0 9. &b3 

It is a logical move. White main— 
tains the opportunities to move c4 or 
4\c4. If White plays safely on, it will 
get a slight advantage. 


9. Abd2 The light knight is try— 
ing to get to e5. 9. — 4d7 10. 
&b3 Yc7 


10.— 65 11. a4 &b7 12. De4 
We7 13. &g5 Bfe8 14. Bel b4 
15. aS Had8 16. £a4 YWrxa5 17. 
Sxc6 !b6 18. £a4t Shcheka— 
tsev — Krivonogov Moscow 


___Alekhine Defence 


1996 


11. Hel e5 12. dxeS AxeS 13. 
Axe5 &xeS 14. Af3 &g7 15. c3+ 
Komeev — Krivonogov Moscow 
1998 


9. — Ad7 


9. — b5 10. a4 b4 It renders the 
position of the d5 knight stable, 
but it involves weaknesses. 11. 
{Nbd2 Ad7 12. Hel &b7 13. Ac4 
We7 14. AfeS Had8 15. Axd7 
Hxd7 16. AeS Hdd8 17. We2 c5 
18. dxcS Yxc5 19. aS Margolin 
— Baburin Linares 1996 


10. c4 ASf6 11. cS Wo7 12. Hel e6 
13. Ac3 b6 14. cxb6 axb6 15. &g5 
&b7 16. AeS5 AxeS 17. dxeS Ad7 
18. Be7+ 

And White has a better position 
because of the weak dark points (d6, 
f6). Korneev — Wohl Malaga 1998 


8.— £g4 


Presumably it is the most accurate 
move. 


8.— 00 

With a similar position as it was 
after the suitable move of the main 
line. 


9. De4 Wc7 10. h3 


This is the right way only, otherwise 
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after 10. — &g4 Black can get the 
chance to move eS easily. 


10. — h6 11. Hel Ad7 12. &b3 e6 
13. c4 DASf6 14. Axfot Axf6 15. 
&e3 b6 16. Wel Bh7 17. B£4 Wd8 
18. c5 


White has a more favourable posi— 
tion in the centre. 


18. — Ad5 19. &d6 He8 20. DeS 
&xe5 21. &xeSt 


Imanaliev — Konopka Frunze 1987 


9. Hel 


9. h3 


It would be difficult to decide the 
most accurate move order. White 
builds up a better position in this 
case too. 


9. — &xf3 10. Axf3 Ad7 11. &b3 
0-0 12. Hel e6 13. 225 b5 14. a4 b4 
15. Wd2 a5 16. Had] Hfe8 17. &h6 
4\7b6 18. AeS 


A well-placed piece in the centre is 
especially dangerous, for it gives 
you the chance to accomplish tacti— 
cal blows. 


18. —c5 


18. — &xh6 19. Yxh6 Had8 20. 
Ha3t 


19, &xg7 &xg7 20. Whét! 


This queen sacrifice is not a com— 
plicated one but quick and highly 
effectual. 


20. — &g8 21. dxc5 Wxc5 22. 
Axf7!+ 

And seeing Black’s breezy king 
position White’s decisive advantage 


is obvious. Christiansen — Va-— 
ganian New York 1990 


9. — 0-0 10. h3 &xf3 11. Axf3 e6 
12. &f b5S 

12. — c5 13. c4 Be7 14. dxc5 Wxc5 
15. Hb] Wc7 16. b4 Abc6 17. We2 
AY i) 

Black builds up a foothold on the 
weak d4 suare for its knight. 


18. c5 Hfd8 19. We4 Afd4= 


Tischbierek — Vaganian Germany 
1995 
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13. a4 b4 14. c4 bxe3 15. bxe3 Ye7 


15. — &xc3? 


It leads to losing an exchange by the 
following moves 


16. Yb3 Ad5 17. £a3. 


16. £a3 Hd8 17. c4 


White drives the black knight away 
from the centre, but it hands the b4 
square to Black in return for it. 


17. — De7 18. Ha2 a5 19. Xd2 Dab 
20. g3 Ab4= 


Ivanchuk — Vaganian Manila 1992 


6.3.2.1 — 4. Df g6 5. &c4 Abb 6. 
&b3 &g7 7. Ye2 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
£6 5. &c4 Abb 6. &b3 


ne , Ry 

xatwes 

Coe Cece rea Z 
OG YL 


“a 
Wy, Y 
7 


TTILE 


In this part of the system those 


moves will be shown which have 
already occured, aside from the 
most frequent main moves 7. a4 and 
7. “gS. This defence is a safe open— 
ing which can satisfy any kind of 
chess players, taking their styles and 
temperament into account, by its 
exceptional strategic flexibility. 
The strategic content becomes 
apparent by the effects of the pieces 
and pawns influenced on the centre 
(especially on the eS and d4 points). 
In most cases White has some space 
advantage, while Black’s c8 bishop 
gets stuck in, but it is a difficult task 
to set the course to get a cosiderable 
benefit. The aim of the defensive 
side is to make the position simpler 
mainly exchanging the pieces on the 
e5 square, and getting equal chances 
in this way. White’s and Black’s 
moves are often made in different 
move orders, that usually means a 
simple change of move, but some— 
times it has got some strategic 
importance. Black can choose 
among from two different opportu— 
nities of defence: it can capture the 
e5 pawn relatively early or wait the 
finish of the advance maintaining 
the tension in the centre. 


6.— &g7 
6. — Ac6 


It can be considered to be a slight 
inaccuracy, it is better to advance 
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the king side first. 
7. 6 


This is the most aggressive contin— 
uation. 


A) 7. 4g5?! In contrast to the 
main line with 6. &g7 7. 2g5 
here Black developed its knight 
and it is favourable for it. 7. — e6 
8. exd6 


8& YR We7 9. exd6 cxd6 and 
White did not attain anything. 


8. — cxd6 9. 0-0 h6 10. Af3 &e7 
11. dS Axd5 12. &xd5 exd5 13. 
Helt Re6 14. Ac3 0-0 15. Axd5 
Wa5 16. He3 d5 17. c3 d4 18. 
cxd4 xd4} Damjanovic — 
Neckar Prague 1988 


B) 7. exd6 Yxd6 8. c4 Web6t 
Although White loses the chance 
to castle, the situation of the black 
queen remains awkward. 9. &f1 
4a5 10. d5 Wd7 11. Wd4 f6 12. 
4\c3 c6 13. #83 &g7 14. WS 
4xb3 15. axb3 Wd8 16. dxc6+ 
Tiviakov — Neckar Kusadasi 
1990 


C) 7. a4 It is natural and strong. 7. 
— dxe5 8. a5 d5?! 9. dxe5 e6 
10. 0-O The white pieces are 
much more active. 10. — hé 11. 
We2 &g7 12. Hdl We7 13. &xd5 
White made up its mind to take a 
decisive step. 13. — exdS 14. 


4\c3 Ab4 15. b3 We5 16. Wd2 d4 
17. &a3 Wxc3 18. &xb4 YWxd2 
19. Bxd2 &d7 20. Axd4+ Soko— 
lov,A — Neckar Bern 1993 


7. — fxe6 


Black has an extra pawn which can 
be said provisional, but its king has 
the troubles how to castle, and it has 
a structural weakness on e7 too. 


8. Ags &g7 9. Bxe6 


9. c3 This is the more solid line. 
9. — d5 10. f4 &h6 11. h4 &xgs 
12. hxgS e5 13. dxe5 &f5 14. 
&e3 Ac4 15. xc4 dxc4 16. 
Wxd8t Bxd8 17. Ha3+ Varavin 
— Dyachkov Elista 1996 


9. — Efs 10. d5 Ad4 11.00 


11. &xc8? It is a mistake, for it 
decreases the tension around the 
king and brings the dark queen 
into play. 11. — Wxc8 12. 0-0 
WS 13. Dc3 h6 14. Re3 Axd5 
15. Axd5 Yxd5 16. Rxd4 &xd4 
17. Af3 Exf3F This sacrifice of 
exchange is the point of this line 
after which White has serious 
structural weknesses and the 
rooks have not got suitable files 
to play. Raaste — Rantanen Hel— 
sinki 1981 


11. — &xe6 12. dxe6 h6 13. Yd3 


It is a fine intermediate move. 
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13. — Ef6 14. Af7+ 
Binham — Rantanen Helsinki 1981 


7. We2 
7. exd6 


This apparently natural move gives 
up the opportunity to get any 
advantage, for decreasing the ten— 
sion is favourable for Black. 


7. — cxd6 8. 0-0 0-0 9. Hel Ac6 


9. — &g4 It is a small mistake. 
10. c3 Ac6 11. h3 Axf3 12. Yxf3 
dS 13. &f4 f6 14. Rg3 eS 15. 
dxe5 fxe5 16. YWg4t Kuzmin — 
Solozhenkin St. Petersburg 1997 


10. h3 &F5 


10. — “a5 11. Bg5 Be8 12. Ac3 
h6 13. £h4 g5 14. &g3 Axb3 15. 
axb3 &f5 16. h4 g4 17. “h2 The 
chances are equal, Black has 
weak pawns on the king side, 
which it wants to offset by its 
bishop pair. 17. — h5 18. &fl 
&pg6 19. YWd2= Gdanski — Var— 
ga,Z Odorheiu 1995 


11. Ac3 Hc8 12. Rg5 h6 13. Ke3 dS 
14. De2 HaS 15. c3= 


Anand — Timman Linares 1992 


7.— Ac6 
7. — e6? 


It is a serious mistake to weaken the 
diagonal h4—d8 fatally. 


8. “c3 0-0 


8. — h6 9. h4 with further &£4, 
0-0-0 > Blatny,P 


9. Res Wes 


9. — f6? 10. exf6 &xf6 11. 
&xe6t+— 


10. Ae4!+ 
Riegler — Zrinski Bled 1992 


8. 0-0 


8. Abd2 


This continuation is not reprehensi— 
ble, but the main line is considered 
to be better. 


8. — 0-0 9. h3 


9. 0-0?! &e4 10. Ye3 This move 
was inevitable, for White was 
threatened by the moves “xd4 
and dxeS as well. 10. — dxe5 11. 
“xe5 “xe5 12. dxeS Wd7 13. 
Eel Wc6 14. c3 Ad7 15. Wg3 
&e6= Amason — Santo Roman 
Novi Sad 1990 


9. — aS 


It is an up-to-date plan to exchange 
the b3 bishop and then to put the c8 
bishop in the play. 


10. Ae4 LFS 11. Ags Axb3 12. 
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axb3 ¥/d7 13. 0-0 a6 
13. — &e6= 


14. Hel Hac8 15. c4+ 
Motwani — Dam Groningen 1990 


8. — 0-0 


8. — dxeS 


It is a move deserving attention, 
for by the experiences after the 
exchanges in the centre Black can 
equalize easily. 


9. dxeS “d4 10. Axd4 Yxd4 11. 
Hel 


11. e6?! It is a move of doubtful 
value. 11. — &xe6 12. &xe6 fxe6 
13. Yxe6 White created some 
structural weaknesses in Black’s 
position, but it lagged behind in 
the advance in the meantime. 13. 
— Wic4 14. Wxc4 Axc4 15. c3 
0-0-0F Dolmatov — Neckar 
Bern 1994 


11. — &g4 
Black develops its pieces with 
lightning speed. 


12. Wed 


Perhaps it is the best, but White 
cannot get any advantage here 
either. 


A) 12. c3 &xe2 13. cxd4 &c4 14. 
“@d2 &xb3 15. Dxb3 0-00= 


Gallagher — Sutter Zug 1991; 


B) 12. &e3 Wd7 13. f3 Re6 14. 
&xb6?! It leads to a disadvanta— 
geous position, but White can 
also play stronger. 


14. 2f2 0-0 15. c3 46 16. 
Sxe6 Wre6 17. DLS Web 18. 
HadI+ Adams — Santo Roman 
Principe 1992 


14. — axb6 15. c4? 
15. Bd l= 


15. — Yd4t 16. &hl If it is 16. 
We3, then 16. — &e5 wins. 16. 
— HaS5¥ and White loses the e5 
pawn. Rosito — Zamicki Villa 
Gasel 1997 


12. — Wxe4 13. Bxe4 &f5 14. Hel 
a5 15. Hc3 a4 16. &2d5 0-0-0 


16. — Axd5 17. AxdS Ha5 18. 
c4 c6 19, &d2= 


17. Re4 Bxe4 18. Bxe4 f5 19. He2= 
Antonio — Santo Roman Manila 
1992 


9. h3 


This is the strongest move. If White 
wants to have some advantage, it 
cannot let the c8 bishop move on g4. 


9. c3 


After this move it does not cause 
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problems to Black to make the game 
equal. 


9. — £g4 10. &f4 Wd7 11. Abd2 
WS 12. &p3 dxe5 13. dxe5 Da5= 


9. — DaS 


yg y 
Dc), 
jc Yy 

q Ye 

G 


It is a typical move in such posi— 
tions. 


9. — a5 10. a4 


10. c3? It lets the c8 bishop out, 
so Black has the power over the 
light squares. 10. — a4 11. &c2 
Ke6 12. Ha3 Ad5 13. exd6 exd6 
14. Se3 He8F Polgar,J — 
Khalifman Amsterdam 1995 


10. — dxe5 11. dxe5 “d4 12. Axd4 
Wxd4 13. Hel e6 


The most striking feature of the 
position is the bishop again stuck on 
c8. 


13. — &e6!? This move also has 


_ Alekhine Defence : 


followers. 


14. Ad2 AdS 15. Af3 HS 16. We 
Wb4 17. &c4 Ab6 18. b3 Axc4 19. 
bxc4t 

Short — Timman, Tilburg 1991 


10. Ac3 


It is obvious that the knight must be 
placed here. 


A) 10. e6 @xb3 11. exf7¢ Hxf7 12. 
axb3 


Similar positions come into being 
from the Holland Defence. 


12. — h6 13. Ac3 c6 14. Re3 a6 15. 
Hfel &f5 16. Bad! g5= 


De Firmian — Alburt Estes Park 
1986; 


B) 10. &g5 d5 


10. — Axb3 11. axb3 £6 12. &d2 
&f5 13. Ha3 g5 14. e6 Black’s 
pieces are paralyzed and hindered 
in developing freely by the 
advanced white pawn. 14. — h6 
15. c4 &g6 16. &c3 d5 17. cSt 
Kapengut — Sinanovic Pula 
1990 


11. Abd2 h6 12. Bh4 f5 13. exf6 
exf6 

Black equalizes quickly in this 
symmetrical position. 

14. Hfel &d7 15. c3 He8 16. Wl 
4xb3 17. axb3 Re6= 
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Duarte — Vasquez,R Santiago 1997 


10. — Axb3 


Perhaps Black could have waited 
with this move. 


10. — c6 11. He4?! 


White starts a useless knight 
manoeuvre. 
11. &f40 It was the evident 
move. 


11. — d5 12. Ac5 Abc4 13. c3 b6 
14. Ad3 “xb3 15. axb3 Ha5 16. 
Za3= 
Vehi Bach — Kindl Groningen 
1990 


11. axb3 2f5 


11. —c6 12. &f4 He8 13. Bfel 
Black is threatened by 14. exd6. 

13. — &e6?! 

The better defensive move was 13. 
— d5. 


14. Ags Wd7 15. Axe6 Wxe6 16. 
exd6 exd6 17. YWxe6 Exe6 18. Bxe6 
fxe6 19. &xd6+ 


Grosar — Gostica Graz 1993 

12. Hdl c6 13. 2f4 f6 14. exd6 
exd6 15. d5 c5 16. Hel 

White has the open file and the bet— 
ter position. 


16. — g5 17. &g3 Hf7 18. h4t 
Kapengut — Barkovsky 1984 


6.3.2.2 — 4. Af3 g6 5. 2c4 Dbé 6. 
&b3 2p7 7. a4 


1. e4 Af6 2. &5 AS 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
26 5. £c4 Abb 6. 2b3 2g7 7. a4 


Nowadays this fashionable continu— 
ation also plays a determining role 
in the repertoire of some of the 
leading grandmasters. White shakes 
the position of the knight placed on 
b6, while making the most frequent 
move a5 Black weakens its queen 
side. Following it White tries to put 
pressure on the centre and make its 
minimal space advantage solid. In 
the meantime Black endeavours to 
finish its development and to equal— 
ize the game especially by the 
exchanges in the centre. 


7. —a5 
A) 7. — d5?! 8. a5 “c4 


Black knight moved four times so 
far in this eight—move-line. 
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9. Abd2 It is the accurate move, because the 

And Black has not already got the Opening of the position is favourable 

chance to make the equal. for the side having the bishop pair. 
Lau — Marinkovic Germany 1991; 

9. — “xd2 

Black will not lose more tempos B)7. — dxe5 8. a5 Ad5 

because of this knight. 8. — D6d7 9. Rxf7t 


a) 9. — c5 10. &xc4 dxc4 11. 


4\xc4 cxd4 12. Wxd4 0-0+ Kud- ? ir Zz 
rin — Alburt USA 1989; A 4 vy r ra ri ry 
b) 9. — b5 10. axb6 Axb6 11. ZUG 

0-0 0-0 12. Hel 6 yp” nf 


12. — £06 13. c3 BbS 14. e6 
fxe6 15. AgsS BY 16. Axe6 Wd6 
17. &c2+ Short — Alburt Fax- 
boro 1985 


13. Af1 h6 14. Ae3 Gh7 15. Ag4 
Bh8 16. Re3 Ac6 17. Wd2 Ws 
18. Ha3+ de Firmian — Alburt 
USA 1988 It is a typical motif in such posi— 


rn h tions. 9. — &xf7 10. Agst &g8 
ee ee dee. ‘ieee Men 12 Gacy Bas ie 
Ra ee ie eee 4\xa8 exd4 14. c3 If Black could 


a4 c6 16. ¢3 get the a8 knight, it would attach 


a) 16. We2 b5 17. &b3 Ad7 18. 
&d2 £5 19. c3 a6 20. g4+ Kha- 
lifnan — Marinkovic Leningrad 
1989; 


b) 16. Y¥d3 b5 17. axb6 axbé6 18. 
2d6 b5 19. &2b3 Ad7 20. Woc3+ 
Kaminski — Marinkovic Vmjac— 
ka Banja 1990 


16. — b5 17. &c2 Ad7 18. Bfel 
Hc8 19. &d6 c5 20. dxc5t 
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hopes to the game, but it has no 
time to do it. 14. — ”c5 15. cxd4 
&xd4 16. 0-0 eS 17. Ke3+ 
Christiansen — Alburt USA 1990 


9. Axe5 


9. dxe5 c6 10. 0-0 &g4 11. Hel 
0-0 12. Abd2 Ad7 13. h3 RFS 
14. a6 bxa6 15. “d4 We7 16. 
4\2f3+ Rowley — Alburt Los 
Angeles 1991 


_ Chapter 6 — 1. e4 Df6 2. 5 AdS 3. d4 d6 4. DB p6- 


9. — 0-0 10. 0-0 c5? 

It is premature a little, so it gives 
White the chance to finish by a tac— 
tical blow. 


10. — e6 11. AP c5 12. c4 Ab4 
13. BgS5 Rf6 14. Axf6 Yxfo= 
Hracek — Varga,Z Odorheiu 
1995 


11. &xf7! 


y vy Yityy 


a, : 
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11. — &xf7 

To capture by the rook is worse, 
since after 12. dxc5 e6 13. c4 the 
queen remained unprotected on d8. 

12. Yf3t Sg8 13. Yxd5t Wxd5 14. 
&xd5t e6 15. Re4 cxd4 16. Rg5+ 
Nunn — Schroll Vienna 1991 


8. 0-0 


A) 8. We2 


It avoids the opportunity of ex— 
changing if the queens. 


8. —0-0 

White has more space and can get a 
lasting initiative by a carefully con— 
sidered positional play. 


8. — 4c6 Black judges the 
castling too early and starts an 
interesting plan. 9. 0-0 dxe5 10. 
dxe5 Ad4 11. Axd4 Yxd4 12. e6 


12. Hel 2g4 13. Wfl Dd7 14. 
Bc3 DxeS5 15. DS Wd7 16. 
£f4c6 17. &xe5 Bxe5 18. Bxe5 
cxb5 19. h3 £f5 20. Bdit 
Benjamin — Santo Roman 
Cannes 1992 


12. — &xe6 13. &xe6 fxe6 14. 
Wxe6 


14. Ad2 e5 15. c3 Wd5 16. De4 
0-0 17. &g5 Ef7 18. f3 Dc4= 
Palac,M—Santo Roman Cannes 
1997 


14. — Wo4 15. Wxc4 Axc4 16. 
Ha? Hf8 17. b3 Ad6 18. £a3 Hs 
19. c4 &f6 20. He2+ Van der 
Wiel — Santo Roman Cannes 
1992 


9. h3 “c6 10. 0-0 dxe5 


With similar ideas, as they were 
some pairs of moves ago. 


10. — &f5 11. Ac3 Gh8 
11. — Yc8 12. e6 &xe6 13. d5 


Sxc3 14. dxe6 &g7 15. exf7t 
Bh8 16. Be6 Dd7 17. Whst 
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Hamdouchi, H — Solozenkhin, E 
France 1997 


12. &£4 Ab4 13. Bfel We8 14. 
De4 f6 15. Bh2 fxe5 16. dxed 
&xe4 17. Yxe4 d5 18. Wh4t 
Benjamin — Alburt Philadelphia 
1990 


11. dxe5 “Ad4 12. Axd4 Wxd4 13. 
Hel &d7 
13. — &f5 14. Ad2 Wd7 15. ABB 


15. Ded We6 16. Ags h6 17. 
D3 Efd8 18. £e3 Hedle Al— 


masi 


15. — &e6 16. Bdl Yc8 17. Yb5 
&xb3 18. Yxb3t 


14. c3 


14. Ac3 &c6 15. AbS &xbS 16. 
Wxb5 c6 17. We2 Ad5 18. c3 
Wb6 19. &c2 


19. &c4 Zad8 Leko — Timman 
1996 20. h4+ 


19. — Hfd8 20. h4t 


14. — Wh4 15. Ad2 &c6 16. AB 
WhS 17. Ad4 Wxe2 18. Bxe2 
&d5=; 


B) 8. Ags 


The positions coming into being are 
almost the same as those were after 


7. Dgs. 


8. — e6 9. WRB 


It is an agpressive attacking move, 
which is considered to be more 
effective than 9. f4. 


9. £4 dxe5 10. fxe5 c5 11. 0-0 0-0 
12. c3 cxd4 13. cxd4 Ac6 14. 
“\f3 f6 White has to open the 
position, which results in a very 
sharp play. 15. exf6 This is the 
right continuation. 


15. 2c3?! According to the 
result of the present game White 
does not get enough compensa— 
tion for the sacrificed pawn. 15. 
— fxeS 16. 2g5 Wd7 17. dxe5 
Qxe5 18. AxeS5 Ef 1 19. Yxfl 
Wd47 20. Sh1 Yxe5 21. £d8! 
£06! 22. 4b5 


22. Bel Wf5 23. Wxf5 pxf5 24. 
Axe6t &xe6 25. Bxe6 &xc3 
26. bxc3_“Axa4 27. c4! Ab2+ 
Pushkin 


22. — &d7 23. Yixe5 Bxe5 24. 
Hd] &xc3 25. bxc3 &f8 26. 
&xb6 Exb6 27. Bxd7 Bxb3 28. 
&gl b6+ Zukov — Pushkin 
USSR 1991 


15. — Yxf6 16. &e3 Ad5S 17. 
&f2 Af4 18. Abd2 WS 19. Shi 
We4 20. &g3 Dh5 21. Ad6 He8 
22. Ac4t Kavalek — Alburt 
South Bend 1981 
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9. — We7 
9. — Wd7 10. exd6 cxd6 11. c3 
h6? 
a) 11. — &c6!? Lanka; 
b) 11. — 0-0!? Lanka 


12. He4 f5 13. Ded2 0-0 14. 
Wg3+ Lanka — Reinemer Ger-— 
many 1992 


14. Da3!+ Lanka 


10. Ae4 d5 11. Aft Kxf6 12. exf6 
YWb4t 13. &d2 Wxd4 14. Hc3 Ac4? 


14. — c6! 15. 00-0 A8d7 16. 
Be3 Wb4 17. bl Wd6 18. 
Ehela 


15. 0-0-0 Axd2 16. Hxd2 WS 


Lanka — Santo Roman Cannes 
1993 


17. @xd5 exd5 18. Bxd5 Yc6 19. 
We3t £e6 20. Hhdl+— 


Lanka 


8. — 0-0 9. h3 Ac6 


9. — d5 


It is not a very demanding line. 


10. Ac3 Ha6 11. Kf4 h6 12. Hel 
BfS 13. Wd2 g5 14. Bp3 c5 15. 
dxcS Axc5 16. &xd5S Axd5 17. 
WY xd5+ 


Heinatz,T — Varga,Z Budapest 
1996 


10. We2 dxe5 11. dxe5 ‘“d4 12. 
‘\xd4 Wxd4 13. Hel &2d7 


13. — e6 14. Ad2 &d7 15. c3 We5 
16. Af3 &c6 17. Re3 We7 18. Rg5 
Wc5 19. Ad4 &d5 20. Rxd5 Wxd5 
21. f4 We4 22. Wxc4+ 


And having the control over the d8 
square White has an advantageous 
position. Short — Hennigen Swan— 
sea 1987 


14. Ac3 e6 


It is an essential move, but Black’s 
difficulties remain. 


14. — &c6 


White chances are better getting the 
bishop pair without losing a tempo. 


15. DDS Bxb5 16. Wxb5 c6 17. 
We2 Dd5 18. c3 Wb6 


18. — Wh4? 19. YB e6 20. 
&d2+ Leko,P 


19. &c2 
19. Bcd4!t 
19. — Had8 
19. — f5!= 
20. h4t 
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Hjartarson—Egger Yerevan 1996 


15. 2g5 


The biggest problem of Black’s 
position is, that its rooks could not 
take part in the fight on the d-file. 


15. — We5 


15. — h6 16. &e7 Hfe8 17. Hadl 
W4 18. &cSt 


Chetverik,M 


16. Yg4 2c6 


After capturing the eS pawn White 
would get a good play by the move 
ge4. 


17. De4 Axed 18. Wed Ad7 19. 
&f4 YWb4?! 


Following the exchange of the 
queens Black’s position falls to 
pieces. 


20. Yxb4 axb4 21. He4 c5 
21. — Ha5!? 22. Bxb4 b6+ 


22. &c4 g5 23. AxgS Axe5 
23. — &xe5? 24. Bdl Ab6 25. 
&xe6!+— 


24. &b5 Hfc8 25. Bdi+ 


Eismont,O — Chetverik,M Russia 
1995 


___Alekhine Defence 


6.3.2.3 — 4. DPB g6 5. &c4 Dbé 6. 
&b3 27 7. Ags 


1. e4 6 2. e5 DdS 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
26 5. £c4 Abo 6. Lb3 2g7 7. Ags 
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This system has existed for a long 
time in practice, but nowadays it 
occurs rather seldom. In this part 
mainly the variations having practi— 
cal benefit will be shown. The 
manoeuvres in the centre have got 
few chances to get the initiative or 
the advantage for White, therefore it 
tries to establish tactical complica— 
tions on the king side. The positions 
coming into being are regarded as 
equal by the present state of the 
opening theory, but there are many 
unclear lines need analyzing, so we 
think, that White has some excellent 
opportunities to attack, while Black 
has good chances of defence. 


7. — e6 
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It is the more elastic continuation. 


7. — d5 

It is the introducing move of the 
other main system in which Black 
closes the centre immediately. Now 
White has several moves to reply. 
We recommend 8. f4 most of all. 


8. f4 


This reply has the most opportuni— 
ties. 


A) 8. 0-0 Ac6 


8. — 0-0 9. Hel Black makes 
the game equal perfectly. 9. — 
{6 10. exf6 exf6 11. He6 Bxe6 
12. Bxe6 Wd7 13. Hel Dc6 14. 
c3 Hae8= Relange — Santo 
Roman Nice 1994 


9. c3 &F5 10. g4 &xbl 11. WB 
0-0 12. Exbl Wd7 13. &c2 Ad8 
14. Yh3 h6 15. f4 bxg5 16. f5 
Black evades the complications 
and it rather gives the piece back. 
16. — Deb 


16. — 4(c6 This move was also 
taken into account. 17. &xg5 
28a 


17. fxe6 Wxe6 18. &xg5t 
Olafsson — Larsen Reykjavik 
1978; 


B) 8. a4 Now it is not dangerous 
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at all, since the knight has an 
excellent place on c4. 8. — f6 9. 
a5 “c4 10. exf6 exf6 11. &xc4 
dxc4 12. We2t We7 13. Wxe7t 
&xe7 14. Af3 DAc6 15. Bad Leb 
16. @c3 Hhd8= Kovacevic — 
Chekhov Belgrade 1989; 


C) 8. h4?! It is a move without 
threats. 8. — f6 9. exf6 exf6 10. 
Ah3 “Ac6 11. Af4 AaS 12. Ac3 
c6 13. Ace2 &f7 14. c3 


14. h5 Q2xb3 15. axb3 Best 


14. — &xb3 15. axb3 &F5 16. f3 
h5 17. Hg3 Wd7= Braga — 
Hennigen Rome 1990 


8. — f6 


For the line 8. — 0-0 9. 0-0 f6 see 
the current variation. Other possi~ 
bilities are the following: 


a) 8. — h6 9. Af3 White having 
the space advantage in the closed 
position gets a lasting initiative. 
9. — &g4 10. c3 e6 11. a4 a5 12. 
a3 £f8 13. 0-0 c5 14. Re3t 
Ciocaltea — Rogulj Bucharest 
1979; 


b) 8. — 4c6 This simple answer 
deserves attention. 9. a4 


9.c3 f6 10. Df3 Bf 11. 0-0 
Wd7 12. Dhd Bg4 13. Wel 


Alekhine Defence 


0-0 14. Bc2 Hdg8?! 


Black should have placed its 
rooks on the f-file following the 
exchanges on e5. 15. h3 £e6 16. 
a4 a5 17. 2d2+ Sokolov,A — 
Adrianov Moscow 1981 


9. — f6 10. Af a5 11.0-0 &g4 
12. c3 0-0 13. Abd2 fxeS 14. 
fxeS e6 Black has no weaknesses, 
so it has the same opportunities 
as White’s. 15. h3 &f5 16. Dh2 
We7 17. g4 &d30 Lyrberg — 
Escobar 1991 


. AB a5 


a) 9. — &f5 It is an unclear 
move. 10. 0-0 “c6 11. Ah4 
Wedberg — Alburt Luzem 1982 
11. c3t 

11. — e6~; 


b) 9. — &g4 10. Abd2 Ac6 
11. c3 &h6 12. h3 &e6 13. Afl 
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/d7? By castling to the king side 
Black would have kept all of 
its chances. 14. f5 &xcl 15. fxe6 
Wxe6 16. Wxcl+ and White 
retains its material advantage. 
Ljubojevic — Alburt Malta 1980; 


c) 9. — 4c6 It is considered to be 
the best reply which makes the 
game equal. 10. c3 0-0 11. 0-0 
fxeS It is stronger than the imme— 
diate move &f5. 


11. — 2/97! 12. Dh4 Bxbl1 The 
series of exchanges is favour- 
able for the side having less 
space, that is for Black. 13. 
Eb! fxeS5 14. freS Bxfif 15. 
Eff YWd7 16. Ye2= Donchev 
— Pribyl Bratislava 1983 


12. fxeS &f5 13. Abd2 Wd7 14. 
Hf2 Da5 15. Rc2 Axc2 16. Yxc2 
c5 It opens the position realizing 
that White lagged behind in the 
advance. 


16. — WS?! 17. Ydl e6 18. 
Dfl c5 19. h3 cxd4 20. cxd4 
4c6 21. b3 @d7 22. La3+ 
Karpov 

17. Db3 Axb3 18. axb3 cxd4F 
Van der Tak — Nnederkoom corr 
1990; 
d) 9. — 0-0 10. 0-0 %a6?! 
The knight stands awkwardly on 
the edge of the board. 11. c3 It 
exploits the deficiencies of 


1.5 Chapter 6 — 1. 04 fb 2. 65 Pid5 3.04 do 4.108 89 2. 


Black’s setup. 11. —c5 12. exf6 
&xf6 
12. — exf6 13. dxc5t 

13. eS Now the knight is miss— 
ing from c6. 13. — cxd4 14. cxd4 
Ab4 15. Ac3 #F5 16. a3 Ac6 17. 
g4 £e6 18. f5+ and the bishop 
arrives on h6 in time. Agnos — 
Hennigen Swansea 1987 


10. a4?! 

10. c3 was the adequate reply. 

10. — &g4 11. 0-0 0-0 12. Abd2 
fxe5 13. fxeS Aa6 14. h3 KFS 15. 
4?! 


It is another weakening. (15 c3) 


15. — £e6 16. AgS Wd7 17. Axe6 
Wxe6 18. Af3 c5 19. c3 cxd4 


And now the fault of the move a4 
becomes clear, the a6 knight will 
have a safe foothold on b4. 

20. cxd4 Ab4F 


Perez,FH — Barreras Garcia Cuba 
1991 


8. Yf3 


8. f4 
By our today’s knowledge the 
chances are equal if the sides make 
the best moves mutually. 
8. — dxe5 

8. — f6? It is a move of doubtful 


value. 9. exf6 WYxf6 10. &e3+ 
Hardicsay — Honfi Hungary 
1978 

9. fxeS c5 

This move is the essence of Black’s 

system. 


10. 0-0 


10. c3 cxd4 11. cxd4 White has 
More active pieces and a weak 
pawn on d4, but Black has to 
open the position on to make the 
game equal entirely. 11. — Ac6 
12. Af3 f6 It is the solution. 13. 
exf6 
13. 2c3 fre5 14. 5 Lf6 15. 
Lxf6 Yxf6 16. dxe5 YWf4 Cap- 
turing the e5 pawn would have 
led to an unclear situation. 17. 
We2 0-0 18. Bdlt Chekhov — 
Ponomarev Yalta 1995 


13. — Wxf6 14. Re3 Dd5 15. 
&xd5 exd5 16. Ac3 Reb 17. 
0-0 We7 18. Wd2+ Jacobs — 
Hauchard Capelle la Grande 1989 


10. — 0-0 11. c3 cxd4 12. cxd4 
Ac6 13. AB £6 
The opening of the centre serves 
similar purposes as in the positions 
without castling. 


14. exf6 Wxf6 15. Be3 AdS 16. &f2 
Af 17. Ac3 Dh3t 


17. — Aa5 18. Ae5 It opens the 
f-file on the black queen. 
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Alekhine Defence _ 


18. £c2? Dh3tF castle. 
18. — “@xb3 19. Yxb3 b6 20. A) 8. — 0-0 


&g3 g5 21. Axf4 gxf4o with a 
difficult position. Pavlov — 
Pushkin Russia 1992 


It is a daring move, Black’s king 
will have to pass through a hard 


period in what follows. 


18. gxh3 Yxf3 19. d5?! 


It helps Black to stop its weakness 
releasing the tension in the centre. 


19. Yxf3 Bxf3 20. AbS Gh8 21. 
@g2 Black lags behind in the 
advance very much. 21. — Hd3 
22. Had1+ Sokolov — Timman 
Tilburg 1987 


19. — Wxdl 20. Haxdl exd5 21. 
&xd5t Gh8 22. Sg2 AfS= 

Zapata — Timman Amsterdam 
1987 


Black has to protect the f7 pawn, but 
it would have been very risky to 
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9. Wh3 h6 10. Af3 


10. Ae4 It is the more aggressive 
continuation. 10. — dxe5 


10. — d5 Black closes the cen— 
tre, but it cannot count on 
equalizing because of the weak— 
nesses of some squares in its 
king position. 11. Qc5 Bh7 12. 
Dd2 D6d7 13. Axd7 &xd7 14. 
O00 c5 15. c3£ Dzindzikhashvili 
— Alburt New York 1984 


11. &xh6 Ac6 
11. — exd4a 


12. AgS Wf 13. Ah7 Ws 14. 
Wxf5 exfS 15. &xg7 Hd8 16. &f6 
Hxd4 17. Dg5+— Klinger — 
Kahn Balatonberény 1992 


10. — dxeS 11. dxe5 Ac6 
This is the only move. 


11. — g5? It is a fatal weakening, 
Black practically lost the game. 
12. Wh5S f5 13. &xg5 hxgs 14. 
“xg5 He8 15. Ac3 He7 16. 
4d1+— Kosten — Dubois France 
1988 16. — We8 It gives you the 
opportunity to know a nice motif. 


17. Wh7t &f8 18. WxfSt!! And 
the end of the line is a mate by a 
knight after capturing the queen. 


12. &xh6 AxeS 13. &xg7 
13. Ags W6e0 


13. — AxfBt 14. xf &xg7 15. 
Ac3 Wf6= 

Rogers — Popov Philadelphia 
1989; 


B) 8. — Yd7 
It does not look good, and it is real— 
ly not good. 


9. De4 dxe5 10. dxe5 
It also leads to White’s advantage. 


a) 10. &h6 It is witty, but Black 
also has prepared for it. 10. — f5 
11. AcS We7! 12. &xg7 Wxg7 
13. &xe6 Ac6 In consequence of 
the exchanges the attacking 
forces are used up, so Black can 
equalize. 14. &xc8 Axd4 


14. — Bxc8 15. c3 e4 16. We2 
@d7= Anyuhin — Pushkin 
USSR 199] 


15. Yxb7 Bxc8 16. Aa3 We7 17. 
4\b3 0-Om With mutual chances. 
Black’s weaker pawn structure is 
compensated by White’s decen— 
tralized pieces. Solozhenkin — 
Dubois Capelle la Grande 1994; 


b) 10. Af6t It provokes the 
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exchange of Black’s bishop 
moving on dark squares. 10. — 
&xf6 11. Wxf6 Bg8 12. &g5 


12. dxe5?! Wd4 Konchevsky — 
Pushkin USSR 1989 13. !4f4+ 


12. — exd4 


12. — 2c6?! 13. Dc3 Wrd4 14. 
£a4! 


On the immediate move 421, it 
would follow the intermediate 
move 2Dd7. 14. — Wd6 15. Hdl 
Dd5 16. And5 exd5 17. Bxd5!+ 
Verin — Pushkin corr 1990 


13. Ad2! 


13. Bc3 h6! 14. Bh4 g5 15. Ded 
exh4 16. Yxh6 Bg6 17. Yhst 
&e7 18. Yxh47 Sf8= And there 
is no more than a draw by per— 
petual checks. 


13. — Ac6 14. 0-0-0 Hd5 15. 
&xd5 Yxd5 16. AB WS 17. 


Alekhine Defence 


“\xd4 The endgame coming into 
existence gives Black flight just 
apparently. 17. — Yxf6 18. &xf6 
&d7 19. Axc6 &xc6 20. h4! This 
moves blocks the black pawns on 
the king side getting the control 
over the dark squares, and the 
black king got stuck in the middle 
cuts its own forces into two. 20. 
— bS5 21. b3 b4 


21. — £d5 22. Ehel &f8 23. c4 
bxc4 24. bxc4 Sxc4 25. Bd7+ 
Bielczyk 


22. Hhel Hb8 23. He3 Hc8 24. a3 
a5 25. HeS+— Bielczyk — Lin— 
darenko Czerwionka 1991 


10. — &xe5 11. AEF Axf6 12. 
Wxf6 Hg8 13. Wh4 


The black squares are fatally weak. 


13. — f5 14. Ac3 We7 15. Rg5 h6 
16. &xh6 g5 17. &xg7 pxh4 18. 
Rf6E 

Haba — Polzin Pardubice 1993 


9. Ae4 dxe5 


9. — h6?! 

It involves considerable lost of time, 
Black probably must consent to the 
complicated main line. 


10. exd6 cxd6 11. #¥g3 e5 12. 0-0 
&f5 13. Abc3 0-0 14. dxe5 dxe5 
15. Re3 


Black is incapable of controlling the 
dark squares (c5, d6). 

15. — A8d7 16. Bad1+ 

Ghinda — Chekhov Postdam 1985 


10. &g5 Wh4t 11. c3 Wa5 


It is the crucial position. White has 
the opportunities to make two dif— 
ferent moves which lead to difficult 


plays. 
12. Af6t 


12. &£6 


It is the more solid move with fewer 
complications. 


12. — &xf6 13. Yxf6 0-0 14. Wxe5 
Wxe5 

White has got an advatageous posi— 
tion because of the powerless c8 
bishop and the pawns blocked on 
white squares. 


14. — Ac6 15. Wxc7 Axd4a 


15. dxe5 &d7 
15. — Ac6 16. £4 AaS 17. Abd2 
In this half—opened position the 
bishop has a role of less impor— 
tance. 17. — @xb3 18. axb3 “d5 
19. g3+ Sisniega — Alburt Taxco 
1985 


16. Abd2 &c6 17. f4 
17. 0-0-0 a5 18. f4 &g7 19. h4t 
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Fedorowicz — Benjamin San 
Francisco 1991 


17. — 46d7 18. &c2 a5 19. 0-0-0 
&g7 20. Hhel a4 21. b4 axb3 22. 
axb3 “a6 23. b4t 

Khalifman — Fedorowitz WAZ 
1991 


12. — &f8 13. d5 e4! 


It is a move with achieving several 
aims. On the one hand it deflects the 
queen, on the other hand it opens the 
fifth rank for its own queen. 


14. Wg3 

The point of this move is to attack 
the c7 pawn and to defend the g5 
bishop at the same time. 


A) 14. &xe4? exd5 15. 0-0 £6 16. 


B\p3 D&A7F 


And Black retains its extra pawn 
after castling its king in several 


moves. Gdanski — Marinkovic Biel 
1989; 


B) 14. Wf4 Axd5 15. &xd5 h6é 16. 
Yxe4 Yb5! 

It is a brilliant protecting and 
attacking move. 


17. 4¥d4 exdS 18. Wxd5 Yxd5 19. 
&\xd5= 


14. — Dab 

Although it seems to be a passive 
place, but the knight advances 
defending the c7 pawn as well. 


14. — 46d7 

This move is of a doubtful value 
giving White the chance of a strong 
attack. 


14. — &xd5? It would be a fatal 
mistake. 15. &xd5 h6 16. b4 Wb6 
17. &e3+— Short 


15. Axd7t Axd7 16. dxe6 

It can be seen now, that White did 
the right thing when it defended the 
g5 bishop. 


16. — “c5 17. e7t &e8 18. 0-0 h6 


18. — @xb3 19. axb3 Yxal 20. 
Wxc7 f6 21. Hdl+— and White 
wins. 


19, &f4 Axb3 20. &xc7 Weg5 21. 
axb3 Wxg3 22. hxg3 &xe7 23. 
{\d2c0 
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15. dxe6 &xe6 


A) 15. — h6?! 

On this move White keeps its activ— 
ity. 

16. e7t Sxe7 17. AdSt Se8 18. 
AxcTt+ 

With a winning position. Van der 
Wiel — Blees The Netherlands 
1990; 


B) 15. — Wf5!? 16. e7t &xe7 17. 
Ad5t &f8 18. Ae3 Wd7F 
With further f6 and g5. Short 


16. &xe6 h6é 17. Wf4 


Black is threatened by the exploiting 
of the battery along the f-file mov— 
ing @d7t or Ah7t 


17. Bh4 g5 18. DhS Hgs 


into account. 19. Axg7 &xg7o 
19. &b3 gxh4 20. Yxh4 “cS 21. 


G\d20 
Andersson — Polaczek corr 1990 


17. — fxe6 18. Ad5t Sgs 
This is the better direction to escape. 


18. — Se8 


In the case of this move White’s 
attack still would show through. 


19. Axc7t Axc7 20. YWxc7 Wxgs 
21. Yxg7+ 


19. Ae7+ Sh7 20. h4 Ad5 21. 
Wxe4 Axe7 


Black equalizes the play easily. 


22. &xe7 Hhe8 23. 2a3 Wd5 24. 
4\d2= 


London — Alburt New York 1989 
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___Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Af 2. e5 DdS 3. d4 d6 4. DF3 Ap4 


Chapter 7 
1. e4 AL6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 &g4 


7.1 — 4. DP 2945. c4 


1. 04 Df6 2. eS AdS5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
aed 


We Ue 


Gp 


YEG; "Y 
Yih Cz 
“y, ye: 

iy 


It is the main line. Its popularity 
decreases in the resent years, but it 
still the most frequent move. It pins 
the opponent’s knight hindering it in 
controlling the very important e5 
square. The other benefit of this 
move is the fact, that the move e6, 
which usually inevitable to develop 
the king side, does not preclude the 
possibility of bishop to play. 


5.c4 


For the line 5. exd6 cxd6 6. £e2 see 
the variation 5. &e2 later on, while 
for the line 5. exd6 cxd6 6. c4 Ab6 


see the current variation. 


5. h3 &xf3! 
The situation of the queen getting 
into play too early gives Black 
enough time to organize its count— 
er—play. 
5. — &h5?! 6. c4 Abb 7. g4 &g6 
8. e6 fxe6 9. Rd3 


6. Yxf3 dxe5 7. dxeS e6 8. &c4 


A) 8. We4 Ad7 9. &c4 Ac5 10. 
We2 Ab6 11. &b3 a5 12. a3 
4\xb3 13. cxb3 £e7F Kupreichik 
— Bagirov Vitebsk 1970; 


B) 8. a3 Ad7 9. We3 h5 10. Ad2 
bh4 11. Wb3 Bh5F 


8. — Ac6 
8. — &d7!? 


9. Wed Ade7 10. Re3 AFS 11. 0-0 
Wh4 12. Yxh4 Axh4 13. RS DFS 
14. &xc6t bxc6 15. Ad2 Axe3 16. 
fxe3 Hd8= Bagirov 


5. — Ab6 6. £e2 


A) 6. h3 &xf3 7. Wxf3 Ac6 8. e6 


8. &e3 dxeS 9. dxe5 e6 10. a3 
“d7 11. &£4 g5 12. Re3 Re7F 
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Alekhine Defence 


8. — fxe6 9. £e3 26 


9. — Mb4? 10. 4a3 d5 11. 
WhSt+ Rogulj — Mohr Bled 
1992 


10. Dc3 Bg7F; 
B) 6. d5 e6 
6. — D8d7 7. e6 fxe6 8, h3z 


7. exd6 Yxd6 8. Ac3 exd5 9. cxd5 
c6 10. h3 &h5! 11. 24 6 12. Bg? 
4)xd5 13. Axd5 cxd5 14. 0-0 &e7 
15. Wd4 


re 7% 
Z Wray = 
J Y 


LB ) 
Z 


15. — Ac6 16. Yxg7 00-0 17. 
Wh6 Hhe8 18. &£4 YWb4F 
Vitolinsh — Kengis USSR 1985; 
C) 6. exd6 cxd6 

6. — exd6= 


7. Re2 


7. Abd2 e6 8. h3 KF5 9. Re2 KRe7 
10. Af] 0-0 11. Ae3 Be4 12.0-0 


d5 13. b3 Ac6 14. &b2 Af6= 
Campora — Rogers Oropesa del 
Mar 1996 
7.— 26 
7.— 6 
8. Ac3 £g7 9. Re3 0-0 10. h3 &xf3 
11. &xf3 DAc6 12. &xc6 bxc6 13. 
We2 d5 14. cxd5 cxd5 15. 0-0 e6F 


Gerstmann — Panchenko Kassel 
1994 


6. — dxe5 7. Axe5 


It is an interesting pawn sacrifice 
from the ancient times. It has not got 
many fans nowadays. 


7.c5 e4! 8. cxb6 exf3 9. &xfB &xB 
10. YxfB Dc6 11.0-0 “Axd4 12. 
Wxb7 axb6 13. &e3 Hb8 14. Wed 
Gb5 15. Ya4 Wd7 16. Bdl Ad6s 
Fine 


7.— &xe2 8. Wxe2 Wxd4 


,  Y 


Ca PF) 


9. 0-0 
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Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Df6 2. 5 AdS 3. d4 d6 4. AB Ag4 


A)9. &d2 “8d7 10. Adf3 Wd6 
11. 0-0 &xe5 12. AxeS g6 13. Bdl 
Web 14. cS &p7 15. RF4 AdS 16. 
YW b5t c6 17. Yxb7 0-0F 

Olsson — Westerinen Stockholm 
1970; 


B) 9. a3 
Alekhine 


9. — A8d7 10. ABs 


9. — D8d7 10. Axd7 Wxd7! 11. a4 


11. Hdl Yc6 12. Ac3 e6 13. Rg5 h6 
14. &h4 Wxc4F 


11. — Yc6 12. a3 e6 13. a5 Dd7 
14. Absa 
Alekhine 


7.2.1 —4., DPB Bg4 5. Re2 c6 6. 
Ags 2157. 243 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 
gd 5. Re2 c6 
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6. Ags 
This is the most aggressive reply. 


6. — &f5! 


6. — &xe2?! 

Black exchanges the bishop on the 
most favourable places for White. 
The queen getting on e2 protects 
Black’s most important target, the 
e5 pawn. 


7. Yxe2 dxe5 
7. — h6 8. He4 dxe5 9. dxe5 e6 
10. 0-O Ad7 11. c4 ASb6 12. 
Hd1 &e7 13. Abc3+ Milov,L — 
Pribyl Germany 1997 


8. dxe5 e6 9. 0-0 “d7 


A) 9. — Wc7 10. Bdl “d7 11. 
@B+t De7? 12. Abd2 Ag6 13. 
Ac4 b5 14. Ad6t &xd6 15. exd6 
Wb7 16. h4+ Tseshkovsky — 
Hort Manila 1976; 


B) 9. — &e7 10. He4 0-0 11. 
c4t 


10. c4 


10. f412 Re7 11. He4 Ac5 12. 
AxcS5 Rxc5t 13. Hhl Yb6 


13. — 0-0 is better 


14. c4 He7 15. Bc3 AS 16. 
&d2+ Watson — Kuijf Beer— 
Sheva 1987 


10. — He7 


10. — ASb6 11. Hdl We7 12. f4 
&e7 13. De4t 


11. Hdl |FS 12. Dc3 
12. g4 Dh4 13. Hc3 Ke7 14. 
“\ce4 h6 + Moroz — Sergeev,V 
USSR 1985 


12. — 8/c7? 13. Ace4 Re7 14. AF4 
4xe5 15. c5 0-0 


16. Axh7! Hfd8 17. DhgsS Bxdlt 
18. Bxdl Hd8 19. Axf7 &xf7 20. 
Xxd8+ 

Novopashin — Agzamov USSR 
1976 


7, &d3 


A) 7. &g4 Wd7 


7.— &xg4 8. Yxe4 dxe5 9. dxe5 
e6 10. 0-0 Ad7 11. c4 De7= 


8. e6 


8. YP e6 


8. — fxe6 9. 0-0 Af6 10. RhSt 
Axb5 11. WxhSt 


11. — g6!? 
11. — &g6? 12. Ye2 Dab 13. 
®xe6 Ac7 14. Axc7t Wxc7 15. 
c4 0-0-0 16. d5 He8 17. Ac3 e5 
18. &e3 c5 19. b4 a6 20. Bfdl b6 
21. Yb2+ Golod — Pribyl Ceske 
Budejovice 1994) 


12. We2 h6-; 


B) 7. &hS g6 8. &e4 &xge4 9. Yxe4 
dxe5 10. dxe5 h6 11. Ae4 Yd7= 


Marjanovic — Kovacevic,V1 Yu- 
goslavia 1984 


7, — &xd3 8. Yxd3 dxe5 

A) 8. — h6 9. He44; 

B) 8. — e6 9.9. 43 

For the line 9. 0-0! dxe5 10. dxe5 
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Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB Ag4 


12. Axf7 Sxf7 13. Ac3! 


13. exf6? e5 


4Ad7 see the current main variation 


(8. — dxe5). Other opportunities are 


the following: 


13. — Abd7 14. exf6 exf6 15. 


ag 


oO; 


a) 9. Axh7?! Ke7 


10. Axh7 exd4 11. 0-0 e5 12. c4 


“c7 13. £4 


b) 9. c4 Ab4 10. Wb3 dxe5 11. a3 


&e7 12. Ah3 H4a6 13. Yxb7 


ys 
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Wxg4 Vasiukov — Bagirov Baku 


1972 
14. WhSt &d8 15. fxeS We8! 16. 


Wxe8t 


12.c5 &f4 13. &xf4 Wxf4 14. 


Wxf4 Ad3t 
12. — Ad7 13. a3 Af 14. We2 AF4 


15. 0-0 &xcl 16. Excl Wf4 17. 


YWe3 Ad3 


Burgess 


16. WFS Web 


— &xe8 17. AxfB EBxf8 


16. 
Bagirov 


9, dxe5 


9. — h6é 


9. — 4f6 10. dxe5 g6 11. Wf4h6 9.— e6? 10. c4 


9. WS f6 
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Alekhine Defence 


10. Af3 
10. Yh3!? 


10. — e6 11. 0-0 4d7 12. Hel 


A) 12. YWe2 Yc7 13. b3 &c5 

13. —0-002 
14. c4 De7 15. &b2 Agé 16. g3 0-0 
17. &g2 

17. h4 f5!c0 
17. — Hfd8 18. h4 a5 19. a3 &£8 20. 
“bd2 Ac5 21. &d4 b6 22. h5 De7 
23. g4t 
Mencinger — Rogulj Yugoslavia 
1987 Mencinger; 


B) 12. c4 De7 13. Ac3 DAgé 14. 
We2 Wc7 15. Bel Bd8! 16. h4 

a) 16. &d2? AdxeSF; 

b) 16. a3 Acs+ 
16. — &b4 17. hS5 &xc3 18. bxc3 
He7 19. Bb1= 


With mutual chances. Smagin — 
Pribyl FRG 1991 


12. — We7 13. c4 


13. We4 0-00 14. a3 g5 15. b4 
&g7 16. &b2 Sb8 17. Abd2 Hdgs 
18. Ac4 A7b6 19. Axb6 Axbé6 20. 
a4= 

Martinovic,S — Rogulj Vmijacka 


Banja 1982 


13. — De7 14. Dc3 0-0-0 
14. — g5? 


It is a serious mistake to forget the 
safety of the king. 


15. De4 Bp7 16. Wd6! Bc8 17. Wa3 
Hd8 18. Ad6t &f8 


19. &xg5! hxg5 20. Axf7+— 


Adams — Burgess Great Britain 
1990 
15. We2 g5= 


In compliance with the basic strate— 
gy of the variation 5. — c6 Black 
devotes all its energies to attack the 
e5 pawn, which controls the impor— 
tant d6 and f6 points. The castling to 
the queen side makes the move g5 
possible without problems, since it 
does not weaken the black king 
position now. 
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7.2.2 —4, DB 2g4 5. Re2 c6 6. 
Ags B£5 7. 6 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. DF 
&g45, Re2 c6 6. AgS £5 


ma Me 


a 
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ty, @ VY 


A a 
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7. e6!? 


It tries to hinder Black in advancing 
in a way which has already been 
known. 


7. — fxe6 


7. — &xe6?! 


Without the bishop the weakness of 
the black king and the light squares 
is more obvious. 


8. Dxe6 fxe6 9. Re4 
9. Wd3 Df6 10. 0-0 Abd7 11. 
£45 

9. — Dab 
9. — “c7 10. We2 Ad7 11. 0-0 


e5 12. dxe5 AxeS 13. Kh3! 


10. &xe6 Dac7 11. &h3 g6 12. 
0-O0+ 


8. g4 
A) 8. &hSt g6 9. 4 &xc2 
9. — Of6 10. gxf5 AxhS 11. fxg6 
11. fxe6!? 


11. — hxg6 12. Axe6 WaSt 13. 
4\c3 Da6 14. d5! Af6 15. Wd3 
He8 16. dxc6 Ab4 17. We2 bxc6 
18. a3 Abd5 19. Bd2 &d7 20. 
000+ Sisniega — Fernandez 
Salamanca 1987 Sisniega 


10. Wxc2 gxh5 11. Axe6 Wd7 12. 
Ws Bes 
12. — Df6 13. 0-0 Bg8 14. g5 h6 
15. Bel hxg5 16. &flz 


13. Ac3 DAF6 14. g5 &f7 15. Ad8&t 
Be8 16. De6 &f7 YY 

Matsuura — Segal Brazil 1988 

B) 8. &d3 Dab 9. 0-0 Aac7 10. c4 


“f6 11. Ac3 g6 12. Hel &g7 13. 
&xf5 exf5 14. Wb3s 


8. — £26 9. 2d3 &xd3 10. Wxd3 
“6 


10. — g6 11. h4!? Afé 
11. — &h6!? 


12. Axe6 Wd7 13. We2 Da6 14. 
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Alekhine Defence 


h5!? Hg8 15. hxg6 hxg6 16. Ac3 
“Nb4!? 
16. — Ac7 17. Axc7t Wxc7 18. 
ps &e7 19. 00-0 00-0 20. 
Bdelt 


17. &d1!t 
Both kings got stuck in the middle, 
but the black monarch’s situation is 


more worrying. Vereshchagin — 
Sergeev Kiev 1995 


11. Axe6 Wd7 12. We2 &f7 13. 
Agst Sg8 14. gl DaG6 15. Dc3 
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WG 
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15. £4? hS! 16. h3 bxg4 17. hxg4 
e5!+ CO 


15. — He8 


15. — “c7 16. Re3 Acd5 17. Hd2 
He8 18. 0-0-0 e5 19. dxe5 HxeS5 20. 
Wf h5 21. Axd5 Hxd5 22. h3 hxg4 
23. hxg4 Hh4 24. We3 Exped 25. 45 


de Firmian — Szmetan Buenos 


Aires 1995 


16. Deo &f7 17. Agst 


17. &xf8 Bhxf8 18. g5 Ad5 19. 
“xd5 cxd5 20. WhSt &g8 21. 26 
Webt! 
21. — hxg6 22. Wxd5t e6 23. 
Wb3+ de Firmian — Burgess 
Gausdal 1995 


22. Re3 h6 23. 0-0-0 HfSa 
17. — Sg8 18. &£4 Ac7 19. 0-0-0 


Acd5 20. AxdS Axd5 21. Deb 
‘\xf4 22. Dxf4 


22. — eS! 


The tables are turned. Black takes 
over the initiative. 


23. dxe5 Wf7 24. Ad3 Wxa2= 


Aseev — Murashko St Petersburg 
1998 
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Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 AdS5 3. d4 d6 4. A Rg 


7.3.1 — 4. Df3 &g4 5. Le2 c6 6. 
0-0 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. A 
2g4 5. Be2 c6 6. 0-0 


Black is threatened by Ag’. 


6. — Axf3 


Black gives up having a bishop pair 
in order to get the chance of playing 
against the eS pawn in returm for it. 


6. — dxe5 7. AxeS &xe2 8. YWxe2+ 


7. &xf3 dxe5 8. dxe5 e6 


From these moves and the diagram 
shown in the next column Black’s 
play can be understood easily: to 
move “Ad7, Yc7 then 0-0 or 0-0-0 
depending on White’s setup. The 
only difficult question is where to 


develop its f8 bishop. 


La 
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Yj Y&g YY 
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White’s situation is more compli-— 
cated. It has got several ways to 
advance protecting its e5 pawn in 
the meanwhile. 


9. Ad2 


For the line 9. Hel 2d7 10. Ad2 see 
the current main variation (9. @d2). 
The other possibilities are the fol— 
lowing: 


A) 9. We2 Ad7 10. Hel 


a) 10. a4 Yc7 11. Hel a5 12. Aa3 

&b4 13. c3 &xa3 
13. — Re7?! 14. Bxd5 cxd5 15. 
Db5 bs 16. Ye4+ Kalugin — 
Baburin USSR 1987 

14. Hxa3~ Kalegin; 

b) 10. Hdl Yc7 11. c4 Ae7 12. 


&f4 De6 13. &p3 0-0-0 14. Ac3 
&b4 15. He4 AdxeS 16. c5 f5 17. 


217 


Alekhine Defence = 


Ad6t Bxd6 18. cxd6 &xd6 19. 


&xeS Dxe5 20. g3q Kuzmin — 


Pribyl Ceske Budejovice 1995 
10. — Yc7 11. g3 


11. Ad2 &c5 12. Ab3 &b6 13. 
&g5 h6 14. &d2 0-00 15. a4 
a5= Dolmatov — Bohm Amster— 


dam 1979 


11. — &c5 12. Ad2 0-0 13. &g2 a5 
14. Af3 bS 15. He4 Bfb8 16. &d2 
a4 17. h4 b4 18. Had] Yb6 19. Be2 


4f8 20. &h3 Bd8 21. BclF 


White’s play on the king side has 


h5 13. h4 WS 14. a3 Ba5 15. b4 
£c7 16. We2 @f4 17. We3 Dd5 
18. Wel 0-0-0 19. 2d2 f6 20. 
exf6 gxf6 21. g3 De5 22. Ag2+ 
Plachetka — Popov Stara Pa- 
zova 1988 


10. — We7 11. &b2 Af4 12. We4 


Ag6 13. Hel 


been stopped. Now it can try on the 


other side. 4A—'2 Leko — Onischuk 


Wijk aan Zee 1995; 


B) 9. b3 Ad7 10. We2 
10. 2b2 YWc7= 


10.— g5 11. Hel Bb4 12. Ze4 


13. &h5?! AdxeS 14. £4 Ad7 15. 
£5 0-0-0! This move can easy be 
overlooked. 16. &¢4 


16. fxg6?? White would commit 
a suicide. 16. — hxg6 17. £3 
cSt 


16. — exfS 17. Yxf5 Sb8 18. 
4\d2 Age5+# There is no compen— 
sation for the pawn. de Firmian 
— Cramling,D Gausdal 1980 


13. — 0-0-0 14. a4 a5 


14, — &e7 15. Ha3 Adxe5?! 16. 
&xe5 AxeS 17. WxeS Wxe5 18. 
Exe5 &f6 19. Ac4t Mokry — 
Sergeev, V1 Czechia 1995 


15. Ha3 &b4 16. He3 Abé6 17. c3 


&c5 18. He2 Hd5 19. c4 Hd7= 
Sax — Kovacevic,V1 Sarajevo 


1982; 


C) 9. c4 
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It is true that this move drives the d5 


___Chapter 7 — 1. &4 46 2. eS AdS 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 gd 7 


knight away, but so another piece 
takes aim at the eS pawn. Does 
White need it? 


9. — He7! 10. We2 


10. Yxd8t?! White’s chances are 
good in the middle game, not in 
the endgame. 10. — @xd8 11. 
Re4 Ad7 12. Af4 


12. f4? Opp= 


12. — Ag6 13. &xg6 hxg6 14. 
4\c3 Se8! 15. Had] &e7 16. Ae4 


16. fel is better 
16. — Bh5 17. g4 


17. — Exe5! You can also play 
chess without queens! 18. &xe5 
“xe5 19. b3 “Axg4 20. Bfel g5 
21. Bd3 “eS 22. Hh3 Ag6 23. 
Hg3 f6 24. Hdl Bd8 25. Bxd8t 
&xd8 26. Sf1 eS 27. Bd3t &c7 
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28. Ag3 Af4 29. Hdl a5 30. Ae2 
“\e6+ This endgame can be won 
by Black only. Kaidanov—Ivan— 
chuk Lvov 1987; 


10. — Ad7 11. b3 


a) 11. &d2 Ag6 12. &c3 We7 13. 
Hel Hd8! 14. b4 


14, Dd2 Ddxe5 


14. — &e7 15. Wb2 0-0 16. g3 
4\b6 17. Wb3 f6!= The opening 
f-file is a plenty of compensation 
for the weakened e6 pawn. 18. 
exf6 &xf6 19. &xf6 Exf6 20. c5 
Ad5 21. Rg2 Hdf8 22. f4 
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22. — Agxf! 23. pxf4 Wxf4 24. 
“a3 Hh6 25. Wg3 Wxb4 26. &e4 
4c3 27. Ac2 YWxcSt 28. We3 
4\xe4 0-1 Day — Segal Dubai 
1986; 


Alekhine Defence 


h-file. 16. fxe6 fxe6 17. Yxe6 


2d6 18. &xg7 Hhg8 19. &h6 
&xh2t 20. &hl eS Mestrovic 


b) 11. £b5 g6 12. 2p4 hS 


11. — We7 12. &b2 Dg6 


b) 13. Hel? &b4 14. Ac3 


“Adxe5F¥ 15. £e4 0-0-0 16. g3 f5 


— Knezevic Yugoslavia 1981; 
17. £c2?? 


12. — gS It is a little too opti— 
mistic. 13. Ad2 &g7 14. Hed! 


“@xe5 15. Axg5 hé 16. Hael 
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17. 
Murashko St Petersburg 1997 


17. &xf7!? The punishment does 
not fail to come about. 17. — 


AxPBt 


13. — AgxeS 


17, — Yxf7 18. Bh5+— 


00-0 14. f4 f5 15. 


exf6 Axf4 16. 


13. 


18. Yxf3 0-0 19. Axh6t &h7 20. 
We2 &xh6 21. Yxe6t Acs — 
Varga Budapest 1995 


WE gxf6?? 17. 


Sevilla 1993. I wonder what did 


xf4+— Dolmatov — Fernandez 
Dolmatov plan on 13. — Agxe5? 


12. — Dp6 13. Re4 


Does not he know, that this is a 
bad variation for White by the 


a) 13. &h57! AdxeS 14. f4 Ad7 


It is a motif com— 


= 
ing back; the g6 knight cannot be 


captured because of the opening 


15. f5 0-O-0! 


than the books? It is worth ana— 


theory. Or does he know more 
lyzing such lines. 
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14. f4 Agé 15. £5 Af4 16. WF eSF 
Thorsteinsson — Westerinen Reyk— 
javik 1976 


9. — Wc7 10. Hel “d7 11. Ac4 
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This is the most difficult positon of 
the variation 6. 0-0. Black has to 
study it very thoroughly before it 
would make the move 5. — c6. 


11. — “7b6 

There is nothing else. Now it is 
White’s turn to think about the suit— 
able continuation. 

A) 11. — b5? 

This move helps White. 

12. &xd5 cxdS5 13. Ad6t Rxd6 
14. Wxd5! Hc8 15. exd6 Hc4 16. 


Wb7+- 
Gufeld — Goh Penang 1991; 


B) 11. — £e7?! 12. Ad6t Sf8 


12. — &xd6? 13. exd6 Yxd6 14. 
c4 +— 


13. &xd5 cxd5 14. &f£4 Wb6 15. c4 
15. Wh5+ 

15. — AxeS5 16. BxeS Rxd6 17. 

cxd5 &xe5 18. BxeS5t 


The black monarch will have some 
awkward minutes. 


12. Ye2 
A) 12. Ad6t!? 
It is a promising pawn sacrifice. 


12. — &xd6 13. exd6 YWxd6 14. b3 
a) 14. c4!? Axc4 15. Wd4 Ach6 
16. Yxg7 WS 17. Weds; 

b) 14. 4d4? 0-0 15. c4 Wb4F 

14. — Wc7 15. Yd4 0-0 16. &b2 


‘f6 17. Wh4e We7 18. Re4 h6 19. 
He3 Hfd8! 


19. — “fd5? 
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a) 20. Hg3! e5 21. Wxh6 f5 22. 
&xd5¢ Axd5 23. Helt+ Haba — 
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Ratolistka Czechia 1993 
b) 20. Hg3 Sf8~; 


B) 12. Axb6 Axb6 13. We2 Ke7 14. 
b3 


14, &d2 


14. — &b4 15. &d2 &xd2 16. 
Wxd2 0-0 17. Hadl Efd8 18. Was 
Hac8 19. c4 Bxdl 20. Bxd1 Ad7 21. 
Wxa7 @xe5 22. Re2+ 


Sandor — Khromov Czechia 1996; 


C) 12. Wd4! 


Black’s opportunities to answer are 
restricted by the threat ‘“d6. 


12. — &xc4 13. Yxc4 


For the continuation see the current 
main line (12. We2 “@xc4.) 


12. — Axc4 

12. — &c5!? 13. c3 a5a 
Ginzburg — Baillo Argetina 1995 
13. Hxc4 0-0-4 14. a3 Re7 

14. — h6 15. b4t 


15. b4T 


15. We2= 


Amason — Agzamov Stara Pazova 
1983 


15. — Hd7 16. Yb3 Hhd8 17. c4 
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Alekhine Defence 


4\b6 18. £e3 g6 19. We2 c5 
19. — &b8 20. Bab] 


20. a4 cxb4 21. a5 Dxc4 


21. — Ad5? 22. &xa7+ Ac5 23. 
cxd5 &xa7 24. Wa4 &d4 25. Hecl 
&c3 26. dxe6 fxe6 27. a6 &b8 28. 
axb7 Y/b6 29. Yxd7 1-0 


It is a spectacular ending. Moiseev 
— Floegel BL 1995 


22. &xa7 Hd2 23. Weds 


I think the ball now is on Black’s 
half. It must improve its play in 
order that this variation can be 
played without problems. 


7.3.2.1 — 4. Df3 &g4 5. Le2 c6 6. 
c4 Ab6 7. exd6 


1, e4 Afé 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4, Af3 
£g4 5. Re2 c6 6. c4 


Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Sf6 2. e5 AdS 3.d4 d6 4. Af3 ig 


6. — Ab6 


A) 6. — Dc7 


It avoids the main line in which the 
knight stands awkwardly a little on 
b6. But this move also has its draw— 
backs. 


7. exd6 exd6 8. 0-0 87 9. Ac3 0-0 
10. h3 &f5 


10. — &h5 11. ¥b3! Yc8 12. d5! 
c5 


12. — Aba6!? 
13. &f4+ h6 14. Bfel 25? 
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15. Axg5!! &xe2 16. Age4 Rod— 
riguez,Am — Cramling,D Biel 
1988 16. — &d3 17. AxcS dxc5 
18. Bxe7> 


11. &f4 He8 12. Hel 


12. Wb3!?+ 


12. — Ad7 13. &d3 Bg6 14. axg6 
hxg6 15. YWd3 Af6 16. Rh2 a6 17. 
Be3+ 


17. Hacl b5 18. a3 Wd7 19. Ad2 
Had8 20. b4 HFS 21. WxfS gxf5 
22. Ab3 DAe6 23. Hedl bxc4 24. 
Ma5 d5= Emms — Rogers 
Lloyds Bank 1991 


B) 6. — &xf3?! 7. &xf3 Dc7 


7. — Abb 8. e6 fxe6 9. He2 Aab 
10. Yxe6+ Zakic — Wemer 
Budapest 1991 


8. Yb3 Wc8 9. exd6 exd6 10. 0-0 
&e7 11. Hel+ Kudrin — Karayan— 
nis Hania 1995 


7. exd6 


7. Dps!? 


It is a move deserving attention. 
Black has not really got an adequate 
answer to equalize the game. 


7. — &xe2 


7. — &f5? 8 e6! fxe6 9. g4+ 
Comparing it to the variation 6. 
4\g5 the substancial difference is 
that the dark knight cannot move 
on f6 yet, where it would have an 
important role in the defence. 
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Alekhine Defence 


8. Hxe2 dxe5 9. dxe5 


9. — h6 


9. — e6 10. 0-0 &e7 11. AB 
8d7 12. b3 a5 13. £a3!? OO 
14. &xe7 Wxe7 15. Ac3 a4 16. 
Hed Wb4 17. We3 Ha5 18. Babl 
a3 


18. — axb3 19. Bxb3 xc4 20. 
Exb6 Axb6 21. Wxb6+ 


19. Yf4 We7 20. Hbd1 Haa8 21. 
Hd3 h6 22. Efdl Ac5 23. Bd6+ 
Landenbergue — Zelcic Geneva 
1993 


10. Af3 e6 11. 0-0 A8d7 12. Ac3 
12. b3 


12. — We7 13. &f4 Ac5 14. Had 
a5 15. Hd2 £e7 16. Bfdl 0-0 17. b3 
Efd8 18. Ad4 Abd7 19. £g3 Afs 
20. h4 Bd7 21. f4 Bad8 22. f5T 


Emst — Kovacevic Thessaloniki 


1984 


7. — exd6 


7. — &xfB3?! 8. &xfB Axc4 9. dxe7 
Wxe7t 


9. — &xe7 10. 0-0 0-0 11. Ac3 
&f6 12. d5!t Cm 


10. Sf1 Ad6 11. Ac3 Wf6 12. h4 h6 
13. Wad Ad7 14. dS Ab6 15. Hed 
c5 16. &f4 Abc4 17. Re2 Ke7 18. 
&xc4 Axc4 19. Hel 0-0 20. &xh6 
Wxh6 21. Yxc4t 


Kruppa — Sergeev Platonov 1995 


8. 0-0 £e7 


y 
Lee, 
Wy 

Sig lt. 


A 


Y 


9. b3 


For the line 9. “c3 0-0 10. b3 see 
the current main variation (9. b3). 


A) 9. 4c2 0-0 10. &e3 d5= 
a) 10. — He8!? Yudasin,L; 
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= 


4\xe5 19. dxe5 &xe2 
Nielsen — Burgess Denmark 1992 


18. &c3 &xfB 19. &xfB c4 20. 


Ba5a 


13. — &f5 14. b4 Dfo 15. Wb3 
b6 16. DeSo 
14. Wd2 AFB 15. e412 Be6 16. Des 


16. — bxc5 17. &xaS Yb8 18. 
“bd7 17. Axg6 hxg6 18. &e3 Ae6 


De5?! 
10. &f4!? He8 11. Ac3 d5 12. c5 


46d7 13. h3!? &hS 


9. — 0-0 10. Ac3 


18. — 


Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 4. DB Apa 
&d3 


He8 13. Hfel AB 14. 


+ 


10. — A8d7 11. a4 a5 12. Ha3! 


White brings its rook into play in 
4\b3!+ Yudasin — Timoshen— 


Eb8 16. Yc2! d5 17. c5 Abd7 18. 
ko,G Podolsk 1989 


Fernandez Dos Hermanas 1993; 
an elegant way. 12. — He8 13. 
He3 AB 14. Hb3! Re6 15. 


b) 10. — “8d7?! 11. a4 a5 12. 
Wb3! Hb8?! 15. d5!+ Yudasin — 


“bd2 


B) 9. Abd2 0-0 10. Hel &f6! 
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11. a4 


20. Had! bxc5= 21. bxc5 £f6 
22. Bf3 Og5 23. Bg? Bxe3 24. 


19. — b6?! 20. bS! 


oo 
3 
| 
a 
= 
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15. — b6 16. &d2 
16. cxb6 


Alekhine Defence 


fce3 Z¥6 25. e4= Dolmatov — 
Minasian Krasnodar 1997 


20. — bxc5 21. bxc6 Ab8 22. c7 
Axc7 23. dxc5 Ac6 24. &B+ 


20. Hfel= 
20. b5?! This is the right play but 
it must be prepared first. 20. — 
&\dxc5! 21. bxc6 bxc6 22. dxc5 
d4+ 


10. — 8d7 


10. — He8 11. h3 BhS 12. RF4 a5 
13. Hel Aa6t 

Mortensen — Agdestein Reykjavik 
1995 


11. 2f4 d5 


Black has to make this move sooner 
or later. If White can do the same at 
the right time, it will get a very 
pleasant position. 


12. cS Ac8 13. b4 a6 14. h3 &hS 
15. a4 &f6 16. Yd2 He8 17. Bfel 
‘M8 18. g4 &g6 19. De5 He6 20. 
&g3 Bh4 21. bg2 Axg3 22. fxg3 
eT 23. &f3 £6 24. Axp6 Dxg6 25. 
h4 Wd7 26. b5t 


Moroz — Fokin Czechia 1996 


7.3.2.2 — 4. Df3 &g4 5. Re2 c6 6. 
c4 “b6 7. Abd2 


1. 04 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 


&g4 5. Re2 c6 6. c4 Ab6 7. Abd2 


7. — 48d7 


A) 7. — 2a6?! 8. 0-0 Ad7 9. exd6 
exd6 10. d5 cxd5 11. Hel! &e7 12. 
Bd4+ 


Nunn; 
B) 7. — dxe5 8. AxeS &f5 


a) 8. — Se6 It is extravagant. 9. 
AeA f6 10. AcS g8 11. AB 
“\xc4 


11. — We7 12. b3 e5 13. De4+ 
Vogt — Bagirov Riga 1981 
12. Axb7 Wb6 13. We2t It is a 
strong intermediate move. 
13. Dc5 e5 14. 0-0 


14. &xc4? &xc4F 
14. — Bxc5 15. dxc5 Wxc5 16. 
63x, 
b) 8. — &xe2 9. Yxe2 A8d7 
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Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Af6 2. eS AdS 3. d4 dé 4. AFB Kg4 


9. — Wrd4?! Black is too 
greedy. 10. 0-Us 


10. Axd7 Wxd7 11. Df3 e6+ 


9. Adf3 
9. Af] DA&d7 10. &f4+ 


9. — D8d7 
a) 9. — f6 10. c5 fxeS 11. cxb6+; 
b) 9. — e67! 10. AgS Ab4t 11. 


fl 0-0 12. g4+ Kovalev — 
Dreev USSR 1986 


10. 0-0 Axe5 11. AxeS e6 12. &ge4 
&xg4 13. Wxg4 Ad7 14. Bdlt 

It is problematical for Black to 
develop its pieces. 


8. exd6!? 

The position is similar to that which 
comes into being after 7. exd6. It is 
true that Abd7 is not the more accu— 
rate answer there. 


A) 8. “gS &xe2 
8. — Bf57! 9. p4 Bg6 10. e6+ 
9. e6 £6 10. Yxe2 fxg5 11. Ae4 ALG 


12. AxgS Dxc4 13. 0-0 WaS5 14. 
Yxc4 h6e0 

It is a position difficult to judge. 
Vogt — Rogulj Balatonberény 
1986; 


B) 8. 0-0 dxe5 9. Axe5 “AxeS 10. 
dxe5 &xe2 11. Wxe2 e6 12. AB 


Be7 13. Bdl Dd7 14. BF4 We7 15. 
Ad4 0-0= 16. Yg47! 


16. — “@xe5 


16. — Had8? 17. Dxe6 fxe6 18. 
Wxe6t &h8 19. Wxe7 Hxf4 20. 
e6+— Fiorito — Szmetan Villa 
Martelli 1997 


17. Wg3 
17. Axe6 Axg4 18. Axc7 Had8= 


17. — &d6 18. AbS 
18. Axc6 ABT 


18. — cxbS 19. Bxd6 Ag6+ 


8. — exd6 9. 0-0 £e7 10. a4 a5 11. 
Eel 0-0 12. Ha3 c5?! 


12. — d5 13. c5£ 


13. d5 Af6 14. He3 Wd7 15. Yb3!+ 
&d8 


There is a big trouble if you have to 
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make moves like this. 


16. &d1 h6 17. &c2 LF5 18. &xf5 
Wxf5 19. Wdl 


White make the half of Black’s 
forces passive and now it sets about 
annihilating the rest of them on the 
other side. 


19. — &c7 20. b3+ Hae8 21. &2b2 
Exe3 22. Hxe3 He8 


23. Ah4 Wh7 24. &xf6+— 
Topalov — Fernandez Mesa 1992 


7.4.1 — 4. Df3 &g4 5. Ze2 Ac6 6. 
c4 Ab6 7. exd6 exd6 8. 0-0 &e7 
9. d5 


1. e4 Df6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 


Rg4 5. Re2 Acb 


Y 


Yi 
Um 7 
4 
Ue, be, Wii 
Y, ty & W) 


Ui; 
j 


It is a rare move. 


6. c4 


6. 0-0!? 


It is more practical than 6. c4, for 
the only right answer is 6. — e6 
which leads to the line 5. — e6 6. 
0-0 “c6 by changing the moves. 


6. — dxe5 


6. — Abé6 7. h3 &xPB 

7. — £hS 8. e6!?F 
8. &xfB e6 9. Ac3 d5 10. Ae2 
Re7 

10. — f6 11. Dfat 


11. Af4 0-0 12. g3 Abs 13. b3! 
a5 14. c4 c6 15. bl! Ha6 16. 
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Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 4. DB Ap4 


We2 Ac7 13. Y¥b3 cxd4 14. Aa4 Axa4 15. 


5 5 Wxb7 Wd5 16. Yxf7t &d8 17. 
16. "——< dxc4: 17. bxc4 rd 4: Efel Bc5 18. Hadl &c8 


18. Be3+— 


17. Bdl Ad7 18. h4 Gh8 19. &e4 
b5 20. £e3 Ab6 


Y 


19. c3 d3 20. b4+— Thorsteins — 
Hansen,Cu Reykjavik 1985 


21. cxbS!?4 Aseev — Sorokin 8. dxe5 &f5 
Se ae 8. — &xe2 9. Wxe2 Wd7 
21. c5t 9. — We8 10. cd Db4 11. Wed 
6 12. Dc3 Dcb 13. Hel g6 14. 
7. Bxe5 Axes Ags £g7 15. Yh4 b6 16. Hadl 


Wb7 17. Ded Wab6 18. Bf6 &f8 
7. — Bxe2" 8 Wxe2 Axd4? 19. Bxg7t &xg7 20. Wf6t g8 


Who will develop? 9. c4 c5 10. 21. Qg5 Ef8 22. Axe6+— Palac 
Be3+ a6 11. Ac3 e6 12. Bxd4 — Gazik Zillertal 1993 
“\b6 


10. c4 Ab4 11. Hdl WS 12. Ac3 
12. — cxd4 13. Wa4t! Se7 14. Ac6 13. &e3 g6 14. AbS5+ 
Yxd4+— The black king is in Kindermann — Siegel Munich 
trouble on the e7 square. 1993 
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Alekhine Defence 


9. £24 &xe4 10. Wxg4t 


6. — Abé6 7. exd6 
7. Abd2!? e6 8. exd6 


7. — exd6 


7. — cxd6 8. d5! &2xB 9. 2xB Ae5 
10. Re2 g6 11. Re3 Ae7 12. Ad4 
0-0 13. Ac3 Hc8 14. b3 67! 15. £4 
exd5 16. fxeS dxc4 17. 0-0 dxeS5 18. 
Axb6+ 


There is some material compensa— 
tion in retum for the piece, but it is 
White that is more active. Sokolov 
— Vaganian Minsk 1986. 


8. 0-0 


8. dS &xf3 9. &xf3 AeS 10. Re2 
Re7 


10. — Yh4?! 11. 0-0 h5 12. @d2 
g6 13. f4 Dg4 14. Af3 Wf 15. 
Hel 0-0-0 16. a4 a5 17. Wd2+ 
Karpov — Alburt Malta 1980 


11. f4 Aed7 12. Ac3 Kh4t 13. g3 
&f6 14. He2 0-0 15. Rd2 He8= 16. 
0-0-0 c6 17. dxc6 bxc6 18. Ae4 d5 
19. Axf6t Axf6 20. Rb4 Hb8 21. 
a3 c5 22. &xc5 Hc8 23. &xb6 YWxb6 
24. &b1 Hc7 25. Hcl Hec8 26. Wad 
h6 27. 2d3 We3 28. Bhd1 dxc4 29. 
&f5£ Moroz — Sergeev Czechia 
1996 


This position often comes into being 
by the following move order: 3. d4 
d6 4. c4 Ab6 5. ed6 ed6 6. Af3 Ac6 
7. Re2 Re7 8. O00 Kg. 


9. d5 


9. Abd2 0-0 10. d5 Ab8 11. h3 AhS 
12. Ad4 &xe2 13. Axe2 c6 14. Af4 
g6 15. Wb3 &f6 16. Ded Bp7 17. 
&e3 He8 
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Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB Ag4 


18. Axd6 

It is spectacular but good for a draw 
only. 

18. — Yxd6 19. c5 Wf6 20. cxb6 
axb6 21. Yxb6 Yxb2= 

Lanka — Panchenko Cannes 1992 


9. — Axf3 10. &xf3 De5 11. Re2 
0-0 12. £4 Ded7 13. Ac3 Hes= 


13. — f5?! 

It is an unnecessary weakening. 

14. b3 &f6 15. Rb2 He8 16. Ghl 
“\c5 17. We2 a6 18. Haelt 


Spangenberg — Bulcourf Villa 
Martelli 1995 


7.4.2 — 4, Df &ge4 5. Re2 Ac6 6. 
c4 Abé6 7. exd6 exd6 8. 0-0 2e7 
9, Ac3 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB 
gd 5. Re2 Ac6 6. c4 Ab6 7. exd6 
exd6 8. 0-0 &e7 9. Ac3 0-0 


White is now threatened by the 
moves £f3 and Axc4. 


10. b3 &f6 

10. — d5?! 

It is premature. 

11. c5 Ac8 12. h3 &xfB 


12. — &e6 13. &b5S For the line 
13. Re3 &£6 see the current main 
variation (10. — &f6.) 13. — 
&f6 14. &xc6 bxc6 15. &f4t 
Matulovic — Minic Kraljevo 
1967 
13. &xf3 Af6 14. AxdS Axd4 15. 
Rf4! Be5 16. Wd2 &xal 17. Bxal 
®8e7 18. Rxc7 Wc8 19. Rd6+ 
Dvoiris — Panchenko Groningen 
1992 


11. £e3 d5 


11. — Be8 12. h3 &F5 13. YWd2 Wd7 
14. Had] h6 15. Dh2 d5 16. Ag4 
&h4 17. c5 Ac8 18. RB Re4? 19. 
&xe4 dxe4 20. d5 “6e7 


Z 


Za 
YY, 
Wi yf, 


YH 
YY, 
Gh 


GC 
GPC, 
ESESY 


Y 


3 


Cemerea U0 
Ye UY 
U, Ms 
Gy G 
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Alekhine Defence 


14. Yd2 h6 15. &d3 A8e7 16. g4 


Wd7 


Black just makes moves without any 


plan. 


16. — g5? 17. De2 Bg7 18. 
4\h2+ Armas — Graf FRG 1989. 


21. &xh6!+— Ag6 22. Rxg7 e3 23. 


14. — 28e7!? 15. b5 


14. — a6 


fxe3 Sxg7 24. Wd4t Sf8 25. Ah6 


£5 26. Ye4 1-0 
Solozhenkin — Loffler,M Paris 


1996 


15. g4+ 


12. c5 Ac8 


Wa4 Ac4 17. 


&xc4?! dxc4 18. Ae4 


— a5 16. 


15. 


Sy 


SINGS 
SAANY 


x 


WN 


Sel wt 


\ 
\ 


S N WS 


pawn. The c8 knight is striving to 


ized by the attack against the d4 
get on f5. 


White’s space advantage is equal— 


18. Had] “d5 


18. — Af5! 19. Bad] &d5 20. Yc2 


13. h3 £6 


; 


a6! 


Kudriashov — Abrashkin Russia 


1994 
15. Xbl 


£ 


13. — &xf3 14. &xf3 A8e7 15. g4 


Kurajica — Vukic Yugoslavia 1969 


14. b4 


232 


Chapter 7 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. DB Bed 


15. b5 axb5 16. AxbS A8a7 17. a4 
b6 18. Hcl AxbS 19. axb5 Aa5 20. 
cxb6 cxb6 21. AeS Wd6 


21. — &xe5 22. dxe5 Ac4 


22. &d3 &xeS 
22. — Hfc8?!+ Sznapik — Han— 
sen,Cu Copenhagen 1982 


23. dxeS5 Wxe5 24. &xb6 Ac4 25. 
ad4 Wf4= 


15. — D8e7 16. 24 
White has to hinder the move 5. 


16. — h6 


16. — Dp6 17. Del He8 18. Ac2 h5 
19. g2 bxg4 20. hxe4 Dh4t 


20. — &h4?! 21. f4 f5 22. g5 
Bxp5 23. fxg5 f4 24. Bxfd Bh3t 
25. &xh3 Bxe3t 26. Axe3 Axf4t 
27. h4 DAg6t 28. Sg4t+ The 
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fireworks is over, Black has no 
more pieces to sacrifice. Kalegin 
— Vinokurov Kazan 1995 


21. &g3 Ae7o 


17. Del 
17. &d3 g5 18. a4 &e7= 


17. — g5 18. Dg2 Dg6 19. 243 


19. — Af4 20. Axf4 guf4 21. Axf4 
&xd4 22. De2 &g7 23. 2c2 f= 


Alekhine Defence 


Chapter 8 
1. e4 ALG 2. &5 Ad5S 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 Bg4 5. Re2 e6 


8.1 — 4. DA &g4 5. Re2 e6 6. 
0-0 Ac6 


1. e4 AF6 2. e5 AdS 3. d4 d6 4. DB 
£g45. Le2 06 


A) 6. Dg5 &£5=; 
B) 6. h3 &h5 7. c4 Abé6 8. exd6 


8. Ac3 Re7 9. d5?! exd5 10. cxd5 
dxe5 11. g4 &g6 12. AxeS5 A8d7 
13. Axd7 Yxd7 


13. — @xd7!? 14. £f4 0-0 
Black's position is better devel— 
oped. 
14. &b5 c6 15. dxc6 bxc6 16. 
Wxd7t+ &xd7= Polgar,J — Yu-— 
supov Dortmund 1977 


8. — cxd6 9. Ac3 Ke7 10. d5 


The idea behind the move to put off 
the castling. 


10. — exd5!? 


Of course the above mentioned plan 
is successful in the case of a closed 
centre only. 


10. — e5 11. e3 &xf3!? 
11. — @8d7 12. g4t 


12. &xf3 D8d7 13. We2 Hc8 14. 
b3 f5 


14. — 0-0 15. g4t 
15. g4! e4 16. Bp2 2F6 


Yis, 
yy 
Li, 


17. DAbS!!+ Kxal 18. Axd6t &f8 
19.0-0 &e5 


19. — Bf6 20. 95 
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Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AB sed 55. Re2 e6 


20. Axf5! h5? 21. f4+— exf3 22. 
Wxf3 &g8 23. d6 Af6 24. g5 
Bologan — Tischbierek Vienna 
1996 Bologan 


11. cxd5 A8d7 12. Re3 Hc8 13. 0-0 
&xf 14. &xf 00 15. &e4 Ac4 
16. &cl a6 17. Hbl bS 18. He2 
“ce5 19. Ad4 &f6= 


Alavkin — Bratchenko Novgorod 
1997 


6. — Ac6 

6. — a6 

White cannot exploit this eccentric 
move. Most times it is only a 


changing of moves in comparison 
with the move 6. — &e7. 


7. cA DbG 8. exd6 


8. Yb3 2e7 9. Hdl A8d7 10. 
&f4 0-0 11. Abd2 dxe5 12. dxe5 
We8 13. h3 &hS 14. Ye2 Ac5 15. 
b4 2p6 16. YWo3 Aca4 17. Wb3 
c5 18. a3 cxb4 19. axb4 a5 20. bS 


It was proved again that the 
knights are excellent at blocking 
pieces. 20. — “Ac5 21. We3 a4 
22. Ha2 Yc8= de Firmian — Ba— 
burin Denmark 1996 
8. — cxd6 9. b3 
For the line 9. “c3! &e7 see the 
main variation 6. — £e7 later on. 
9. Abd2 Ac6 10. b3 d5 11. &b2 
11. c5 @d7 12. b4 Le7 13. a3 
£f6 14. Db3 0-0 15. h3 Lf 16. 
&£b2 b6= Matulovic — Kova- 
cevic Vinkovci 1982 
11. — &e7 12. a3 0-0 
12.— dxc4 13. bxc4 0-0 14. Hcl 
Mc7 15. 4b3 B7d8 16. “e3! 
£d7 17. Bfdilt de Firmian — 
Alburt USA 1983 
13. Bcl &f6= 
9. — Re7 10. Ac3 d5 11. c5 &xB 
12. &xB Ac8 13. b4 Ac6 14. Bb1= 
14. b5?! axb5 15. AxbS 0-0 16. 
&f4 2f6 17. a4 D8a7 18. Re3 
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18. — b6 19. Hb1 bxc5 20. dxc5 
BDe5 21. Be2 DAac6 22. Ad4 
4\a5+ Black’s centre pawns are 
much more valuable than White’s 
blocked pawns on the queen side. 
Arakhamia — Baburin Isle of 
Man 1995 


7. c4 Ab6 


7. — Dde7?! 8. exdé! Wxd6 
8. — cxd6 9. d5 


9. Ac3 &xf 10. &xfB Axd4 11. 
&xb7 Hd8 12. Bd5 Hef5 13. Be4 
&e7 14. Wa4t c6 15. Hdl 0-0 16. 
&xf5 exf5 17. 2e3 &f6 18. Wxa7+ 
Oll — Shamkovich New York 1994 


8. exd6 cxd6 9. d5 


For the line 9. b3 &e7 see the main 
variation 6. — &e7 later on. 


9. — exd5 10. cxd5 &xf3 11. gxf3! 
You need not be worried about the 
double pawns, for Black will have 
not time to exploit them. 


11. &xf3 DAe5 12. Ac3 KRe7 13. Re2 
Hc8 14. Re3 0-0 15. d4 Ded7 16. 
a4a5 17. Hel &f6— 

Moiseev — Baburin Budapest 1990 


11. — He5 12. 2b5¢ Ded7 


12. — Abd7 13. f4 DAgé 14. f5 
Ages 
14. — He7 15. Helt 


15. We2+ a6 16. &xd7t 1-0 
Wahls — Ostl BL 1990 


13. Yd4 Wf6 14. Zelt 


14. — 4d8 
14. — &e7 15. Yxf6t 


15. Yd! g5 16. Ac3 £e7 17. 2e3 
Eps 18. 2d4 Wh6 19. Ded g4 20. 
A\g3 gxf3 21. Wxf3 2f6 22. Re3 WY 
g7 

22. — He5?? 23. WfS+— Fiorito — 
Bulcourf Villa Martelli 1996 


23. We4t 

White has a lasting advantage 
because of the black king’s uncer— 
tain position. 


8.2.1 — 4. D3 &g4 5. Be2 e6 6. 
0-0 &e7 7. c4 AbG 8. Ac3 0-0 9. 
&e3 a5 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. AB 
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Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4.d64. DB Apd 5. Re2 e6 


g4 5. Re2 e6 6.0-0 £e7 7. c4 


Li 
‘Wy, (Mls 
YG Z 


7. h3 &hS 8. c4 Ab6 9. Ac3 0-0 10. 
&e3 Ac6?! 


It is worse after the moves h3 &h5 
than without them. 


11. exd6 cxd6 12. dS! exd5 


12. — &xfB 13. &xfB DeS 14. 
dxe6 fxe6 15. &g4 Abxc4 16. 
Rxe6t Gh8 17. Rd4 DAxb?2 18. 
Wd2 Abc4 19. We2 Aa5 20. 
Had1 Aac6 21. Re3 Hf6 22. &b3 
Wd7 23. f4 Dg6 24. Heda Cam— 
pora — Garcia,G Bogota 1980 


13. Axd5 &xPfB 


13. — Axd5 14. Wxd5 and there 
is a substantial differences here: 
the h5 bishop is hanging now. 14. 
— &g6 15. Ad4 &f6 16. Badl 
4\xd4 17. &xd4 &xd4 18. W¥xd4t 
Garcia,G — Levin Philadelphia 
1991 


14. &xb6 axb6 15. 2x Lf6 16. 


Axfot Wxf6 17. Wd2+ 


17. — Ha5?! 


17. — Bfe8! 18. Bfel HeS 19. 
He4 Hae8 20. Haelt 


18. &d5+ Hfa8 19. Hfel h6?! 20. 
a4!+— 

The pawn cannot be captured. 
Nunn — Kuijf Lugano 1987 Nunn 


7.— Abb 


From here White can continue the 
play in four different ways. The line 
8. &e3 is of the slightest impor— 
tance, since after the right answer, 8. 
— 00, it tums to the one of the 
other three lines. The move 8. exd6 
will be analyzed subsequently, 
while the main line, 8. “Ac3, will be 
shown here. The pair of moves h3 
&h5 can occur here too, but it can 
practically made from the sixth 
move anytime. This book deals with 
it after the move 8. “c3 and does 
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1988 


\\ 


es 


ww ~ 


SSN 


FW 


ey . SY 3 ‘von x . 
a 8 


Thessaloniki 


SS 


SS HR 
‘2 ee 


WSS SS 


20. — c6? 21. Yb7! HWc8 22. 


Wxc8 Exc8 23. Ad6!+ Anand — 


Schmidt 
Anand 


10. — d5 11. cS “6d7 


Alekhine Defence ; 


17. axb4 Bxal 18. Yxal Ae7 


19. Ya7!? b6 20. AbS bxc5! 


21. bxc5z; 
10. exd6 


10. b3 “a6 
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The move h3 gives sometimes 
White, sometimes Black extra pos— 


sibilities. 


not refer to this opportunity repeat— 


edly. 


d5 10. c5 
see the variation 8.4.4.2.3 in the 


Chapter 8. 


a S = oy ji 
a4 a cal 
Sy So SS Sh 
Mie Gein 
WSS Ws Wp W \ 


3 4 4 9D 
x x 3 N Bo] 
SS SSS Ss SSS 
WON . > SS 
N ; N 
a 


SS SSS SASS \\ 
3 R R 2 

ws < ~Y MS << 
i fen 


4\8d7 10. exd6 
10. b3 dxe5 
16. — &e7 17. BAbS AS 18. 


14. — &h5 15, Hh2!4+ 
Sg 


10. — cxd6 11. b3 d5 12. c5 Ac8 


13. b4 &f6 14. h3 &xfB 


A move deserving attention in this 
15. &xf3 a5 16. a3 axb4 


8. Ac3 0-0 9. Ke3 
position. For the line 9. 


9. — a5!? 


9. — 


12. Hel! The fight will develop 
around the points c5 and eS, so 
the knight is more valuable than 
the e2 bishop. 


12. h3 &xf3 13. &xf3 b6 14. 
cxb6 Axb6 15. cl c6 16. &e2 
28d7 17. f4t£ Liberzon — Al- 
burt Hastings 1980 


12. — &xe2 13. Wxe2 b6 14. 
cxb6 Axb6 


14. — c5? 15. Dad! cxd4 16. 
Sxd4 Dc6 17. As Ws 18. 
Hacl £c8 19. YS Wb7 20. 
&c5!+ Illescas — Fernandez 
Garcia Las Palmas 1987 


15. £4 26 16. Ad3 DAabt 


11. Bel dxe5 12. AxeS &xe2 13. 
Wxe2 Ad7 14. Ae4t 


Leko — Christiansen Nettetal 1994 


10. — cxd6 


alee 


Vypsuiy, 
Y ZG 
GY 
Z 


11. b3 


A) 11. c5!? dxc5 12. dxcS “6d7 13. 
De4 a6 14. Hcl f5!? 


Nijboer — Hug Pula 1997 


15. Ad6! Adxc5 16. Bxc5 &xd6 17. 
EbS!a 

The problems of the black pawn 
structure give White an adequate 
compensation for the pawn. ; 


B) 11. Yb3 28d7 12. Bacl Bc8 13. 
Mad &xa4 14. YWxa4 Yo7 15. h3 
&f5 16. Hfel h6 17. &d2 Wb 
18. Wxa5 Ha8 19. Yb4 Hxa2 20. d5 
Wb6 21. YWxb6 Axb6 22. dxe6 
&xe6 23. b3 Ad7 24. Bf4 Ac5= 

The opponents are attacking other’s 
weak points on the queen side. 
Rytshagov — Kaunas Riga 1995; 


C) 11. d5 &xf3 12. &xf3 Axc4 13. 
dxe6 fxe6 14. YYb3 d5 15. Hadl 
Exf3 16. gxf3 Wc8 17. a4 Gh8 18. 
&f4 Ac6 19. AbS Ha6 20. Hfel 
Sf6x% 

Smirin — Yermolinsky Sverdlovsk 
1987 


11. — d5 12. c5 
12. AeS &xe2 13. Wxe2 Ac6= 


12. — Ac8 13. AeS Axe2 14. Yxe2 
‘c6 15. £4 D8a7 16. Aad 


16. Had] AxeS 17. fxeS f6 18. exf6 
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Alekhine Defence 


Exf6 19. Bxf6 &xf6 20. Ye4+ 


Fedorowicz — Yermolinsky USA 
1993 


16. — “xe5 17. fxe5 £6 18. Abb 
Eb8 19. exf6 &xf6 20. Hg4 We7 
21. Hael Hbe8 22. Chit AbS+ 


22. — Wf7 23. &f2 hS 24. Wdl 
We6 25. &g3 Ac6 26. Rd6 Re7 


wy Ly 


a Z 


27. Ad7 EBxflt 28. Bxfl Axd6 29. 
cxd6 We4 30. Wel Axd4 31. AeS+ 


The d6 pawn cannot be stopped any 
longer. Anka — Onoprienko Buda— 
pest 1995. 


8.2.2 — 4. Df3 &g4 5. Re2 e6 6. 
0-0 2e7 7. c4 Ab6 8. Ac3 WO 9. 
&e3 a6 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 


Red 5. Re2 e6 6.00 Re7 7. c4 
{Nb6 8. Ac3 0-0 9, Re3 a6 


Perhaps it is the most popular move 
nowadays. It is less committing than 
the moves 9. — d5 or 9. — “c6. 


10. exd6 


A) 10. b3 d5 
It cannot be postponed any more. 


10. — 28d7 11. exd6 


11, h3 &f8 12. exd6 cxd6 13. 
Hel h6 14. £d3 &xd3 15. Wrxd3 
28 16. Had] He8 17. £f4 28 
18. He3 D6 19. Bh2 We7t 
Chandler — Hort Surakarta 
1982 


11. — cxd6 12. d5! eS 13. Hel 
&xe2 14. Wxe2 &g5 15. Ad3 
&xe3 16. Yxe3 Af6 17. f4 Abd7 
18. fxe5 Dg4 19. Wp3 Dgxes 20. 
“\xe5 “xe5 


240 


20. — dxe5t is better. 


21. &h1 Hc8 22. De4 f6 Black 
was threatened by the move c5. 
23. a4 Sh8 24. a5 h6 25. Wh3 
Hc7 26. Ag3 Bcf7 27. AfS He’ 
28. Yg3 YWd7 29. h3 g6 30. Ad4+ 
White succeeded in weakening 
the whole king side. Oll — Zil- 
berman Kazan 1997 


11. c5 Ac8 
11. — H6d7 12. Ad2 
12. Dell? BFS 13. Bd3+ Videki 
12. — &f5! 13. £4 £6 


13. — Axc5? 14. g4! De4 15. 
Dcxe4 Bxe4 16. Axe4 dxe4 17. 
Ec2+ 


14. Df 


14. g4 &g6 15. f5 &f7 16. 
Zxd5? fre5!¥ The white centre 
grown too large collapses. 


14. — fxe5S 15. fxeS Ac6 16. 2d3 
b6é!= 17. cxb6 Axb6 18. De2 
&xd3 19. Yxd3 Db4 20. Wd2 a5 
21. Af4 Wd7 22. Ad3 Axd3 23. 
Wxd3 a4= Spasov — Ehlvest 
Biel 1993 Spasov 


12. Ael &xe2 13. Wxe2 Ac6 14. f4 
f5 15. b4£ 


15. Ad3 b6 16. cxb6 cxb6 17. 
Hacl “A8a7 18. Abl Wd7 19. 
Hc2 Hac8 20. WF2 Hc7F Pedzich 


— Baburin Cappelle la Grande 
1996 


B) 10. b3 28d7 
10. — dxeS5 11. c5 
11. DxeS is better. 


11. — exd4 12. cxb6 c5 13. Hfdl 
We8 14. Axd4 cxd4 15. &xd4 
&xe2 16. Axe2 Ac6 17. Re3 Hc8 
18. Ag3 Ab4= Rabiega — Jansa 
Austria 1996 


11. Bfdl dxeS 12. AxeS &xe2 13. 
“xe2 Wc8 14. Af4 AxeS 15. dxe5 
4d7 16. Yc3 Hd8 17. Hd2 Afs 18. 
Had1 Bxd2 19. Bxd2 We8 20. b3 
Wc6 21. Yd3 b6 22. £3 h6= 


Maybe it is Black that has the better 
position. Raaste — Bagirov Jyvas— 
kyla 1994 


10. — cxd6 11. Yb3 


This is the ideal place for the queen. 
It puts an unpleasant pressure along 
the b-file and controls the d5 square 
at the same time. 


A) 11. d5 &xB3 


11. — e5?! 12. Yb3 A8d7 13. 
&xe5! &xe2 14. Axd7 Axc4 15. 
@xf8 &xfl 16. Bxfl Axe3 17. 
4\e6 fxe6 18. fxe3+ Becerra — 
Castany Andorra 1995 


12. &xfB eS 
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Alekhine Defence 


12. — 4xc4?! This move opens 
the position for the white bishops 
only. 13. dxe6 fxe6 14. Y/b3! 


14. £g4 Wd7 15. Ye2% 


14. — d5 15. Yxb7 Axe} 16. 
fxe3 Ad7 17. Axd5! KcS5 18. b4! 
Me5! 19. bxcS Axft 20. Bxf3 
Wyxd5 21. Hxf8t Bxf8 22. Wxd5 
exd5 23. Hdl The end of the 
close—range fighting is a rook 
endgame with an extra pawn. 23. 
— Hb8 24. h3!!+ Vilela,J 


24. Bxd5? Becerra — Noguei— 
ras Villa Clara 1994 


13. Re2 A8d7 14. Hcl Bc8 15. Aad 
4\xa4 16. Yxa4 Ac5 17. We2 f50 


Sieiro — Nogueiras Villa Clara 
1994; 


B) 11. b3 d5 12. c5 Ac8 13. b4 Ac6 
14. Sb1 &xB 


14. — &f6 15. h3 Ax 16. &xB 
D8e7 


16. — b6?! 17. g4 bxc5 18. bxc5 
£g5 19. &g2t 


17. Wd2 Af5= 


15. &xB &f6 16. a4 b6 17. Wd2 
A®B8e7 18. Ae2 bxc5 19. bxc5£ 


19. dxc5? AeS¥F Santo Roman — 
Bricard Montpellier 1988 


11. — 8d7 


11. — Wo7?! 12. d5t 


12. a4 


12. Hacl Bc8 13. Hed?! f5 14. 
4\xd6 &xd6 15. c5 f4 16. &d2 Rxc5 
17. dxc5 Axc5+ 


Miiller — Tischbierek BL 1995 
12. — &xfB 
12. — We7 13. a5 Ac8 14. Belt 


13. &xf3 We7 14. c5! 


14. Bfcl Hac8 


A) 14. — Wxc4 15. Wa3! Yo7 
16. AdS Wd8 17. Axe7+ Wxe7 
18. &xb7+; 


B) 14. — Axc4 


Yy 
Me 


ha 


Z 


15. Ad5! exdS 16. &xd5 Adb6 
The only move. 17. &xc4 “xc4 
18. xc4+ Blatny — Bischoff 
Bmo 1994 
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Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Af6 2. eS AdS 3. d4 d6 4. DAf3 Rg 5. Re2 e6 


15. c5! dxc5 16. a5 cxd4 17. &xd4 
4\c4 18. Yxb7 Wd60 


14. — dxc5 15. a5 Ac8 


15. — cxd4 16. axb6 WeS 17. Wa4+ 
Kruppa 


16. Yxb7 Wxb7 17. &xb7 Ha7 18. 
&f3 cxd4 19. &xd4 &c5 20. &xc5 
4\xc5 21. b4 Ab3 22. Hadit 

It stands a better chance of White to 
win having the extra pawn on the 
queen side being supported by a 
bishop. Kruppa — Semenov Alus— 
ta 1994 


8.2.3.1 — 4. Df3 2g4 5. Re2 e6 6. 
0-0 £e7 7. c4 AbG6 8. Ac3 0-0 9. 
&e3 “\c6 10. exd6 cxd6 11. d5 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AF 
gd 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Re7 7. c4 
Ab6 8. Ac3 0-0 9. 2e3 Acb 


This variation is less and less fre— 
quent in the tournament practice. 
White has a slight but lasting 
advantage, while Black has to fight 
for a draw only. 


10. exd6 cxd6 11. d5! exd5 


11. — &xfB 12. &xfB AeS 13. dxe6 
fxe6 


Black cannot be proud of its centre 
pawns. One is weaker than the 
other. 


14. &¢4 Ef6 


14. — Hexc4 15. Rxe6t Lh8 16. 
&xb6 Axb6 17. Wb3 Kf6 18. 
Had] &xc3 19. Wxc3 Hf6 20. 
Hfel Da4 21. Wd4 Ac5 22. 
&d5+ Timman — Bagirov Tbi-— 
lisi 1971 


15. b3 Abd7 
15. — Dxg4 16. Wxg4 Bg6 


16. — @d7 17. Had1 a5? 18. 
d5+ 


17. Wh3 &f6 18. Hacl &xc3 19. 
Bxc3 Ye7 20. Hd3 Hf8 21. Whs 
We6 22. g3 Ad7 23. Wb5+ 
Gufeld — Ryc Kislovodsk 1968 


16. Re2 Ac5 17. b4 HaG 18. a3 Hc8 
19. cl Bg6 20. AbS+ 


Kharlamov — Onoprienko Czesto— 
chowa 1992 
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12. Axd5 Axd5 


12. — &xf3?! 13. &xb6 axb6 14. 
axPB+t 


13. Wxd5 


13. cxd5 


Why did not the queen capture it? 
So the d6 pawn did not become 
weak. 


13. — &xfB 


13. — Ae5? 14. AxeS5 Axe? 15. 
Axf7'+ 


14. &xf3 De5 15. Re2 f5! 16. Wd2 
16. £42! Ad7 17. Wd2 Bf6= 


16. — &f6 17. Hacl We7 18. Bfel 
WE7 19. Wb4! Dea 


The only move. 


20. &xg4 fxg4 21. Bcd1 &e5 22. 
Wxe4 &xb2 23. Web &a3!= 


Leko — Yusupov Dortmund 1994 
Leko 


13. — £f6 


13. — Wc8 14. Hacl a5 15. Wd2 a4 
16. h3 &h5 17. Bfel &f6 18. Ad4 
&xe2 19. Axe2 De5 20. Af4+ 


Gallagher — Lukasiewicz Bem 
1993 


_____Alekhine Defence ___ 


14. Hfd1 


Black has no compensation in retum 
for the weakness on d6. 


14. Wd2 He8 15. Bfdl We7 16. h3 
&h5 17. Hacl Had8 18. Hel YWe7 
19. b3+ 


Svensson — Gausel Gothenburg 
1998 


14. — He8 


A) 14. — Wc8 15, 2d2 Des 


15. — Hd8 16. Radl e7 17. 
Wed &f5 18. Wf4t Lein — 
Smyslov USSR 1966 


16. Xcl b6 17. b3 Hd8 18. Becdl 
&e6 19. Wed 2F5 20. Wf4t 


Georgadze — Grigorian USSR 
1971; 


B) 14. — &e6 15. Wd2 Wad 16. 
“\d4 Wxd2 17. Hxd2 &xd4 18. 
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__ Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 Be4 5. Re2 c6 


&xd4 Hfd8 19. Bad] Bd7 20. &c3 
Had8 21. f4t 


Liberzon — Vaganian Riga 1970 


15. Hd2 We7 16. Hadi Hac8 17. h3 
&e6 18. Yb5 a6 19. Wb6 £e5 20. 
4\xe5 dxe5 21. b3 f5 


Yivyfn 
GLEE 


Ly SH: 


Vy, 
ee CHE. 
WMT o UG 94 WO 
‘4, eke puis, 


22. £4 exf4 23. &xf4 g5 24. 2d6 
Wf7 25. £a3 h6 26. &b2 He7 27. 
&f3+ 


Black’s prospects are rather blue. 
Griinfeld — Zilberman Rishon le 
Zion 1994 


8.2.3.2 — 4. D3 2g4 5, Be2 e6 6. 
0-0 2e7 7. c4 Abb 8. Dc3 0-0 9. 
£e3 Dc6 10. exd6 cxd6 11. b3 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
&g4 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Re7 7. c4 
Ab6 8. Ac3 0-0 9. Ke3 Acé 10. 


exd6 cxd6 11. b3 


It is an important position. It can 
come into being through the most 
different move orders. For example 
after the early “c6 or 8. exd6. 


11.— d5 


11. — &£f6 


This is the other way to hinder the 
threatening d5. 


12. He4 Be7 13. d5 exd5 14. cxd5 
Ab4 15. &xb6 Yxb6 16. a3 Aa6 17. 
4fd2 &f5 18. Ac4 Wd8 19. Ag3 
&d7 20. b4 He8 21. Bcl &b5= 


Tal — Bagirov USSR 1979 


12. c5 Ac8 


White trusts in its extra pawn on the 
queen side, while Black’s primary 
task is to attack the d4 point and to 
organize the blockade on the queen 
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side. 


12. — Ad7 13. b4 


13. a3 f5!? It is an original idea. 
14, Ad2 &xe2 15. Axe2 g5 16. f4 
4f6 17. &hl De4= Hedlund — 
Gausel Gausdal 1997 


13. — Axb4 
13. — f5 14. b5 DaSeo 


14. Hbl 


14. Yb3 Wa5 15. a3 Ac6 16. 
YWxb7 Hac8!o0 


14. — 4c6 15. Bxb7 Hb8 16. Bxb8 
4&\dxb8 17. h3 &xfB 18. &xf3 Was 
19. Y¥/d3 &f6 20. Zbl Aa6 21. Bb5 
Hab4 22, Wd2 Wa3 23. Bd e5 24. 
dxe5 &xe5 25. AxdS Axd5 26. 
Wxd5 Hd8 27. Wb3 “a5? 


27. — Wxa2t 


28. Weo2 Ac4 29. &e5 WYc3 30. 
fit 


Tal — Vasiukov USSR 1967 


13. b4 


13. Ael Bxe2 14. Axe2 Kf6 15. £4 
®8e7 16. AB AS 17. Rf2 h5 18. 
Wd2 Wa5 19. Wxa5 Axa5 20. Hacl 
b5 21. 23 Dc6 22. h3 g6= 


Rubinetti — Diaz Buenos Aires 
1991 


_ Alekhine Defence ee 


13. — a6 


Ww SS 
SS 
\ 


2 
LI 
YT 

Me 
Z 4 
tld 
4 
G Z 
y 
4 


13. — &f6 14. Hbl 
14. bS Aa5= 


14. — &xf3? This intermediate 
move does not help now. 15. 
bxc6 &xe2 16. cxb7 &xd!1 17. 
bxa8¥¥t Tolnai — Hauchard 
Debrecen 1992 


14. — @8e7 15. bS AaS 16. Ad2 
&xe2 17. Yxe2 Af5 18. Wd3 He8 
19. f4 Dxe3 20. Yxe3 g6 21. Hfcl 
&g7 22. Adl a6 23. a4 axbS 24. 
axb5 Wf60 


Polgar,S — Milos Sao Paulo 1996 


14. Ebi 
It does not seem to be advantageous 
either, but still this is the most logi— 
cal move among the several oppor— 
tunities. 


A) 14. BeS &xe2 
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Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 AdS 3. d4d6 4. Af3 Red 5, Re2 e6 


14. — &xe5 15. dxeS &f5= 16. 
f4 &e6 17. Wd2 “a7 18. £5?! 
&xf5 19. AxdS Wxd5 20. Wxd5 
exd5 21. Bxf5 Ac6 22. 2f3 6 
23. Hf4 &g5+ Robatsch — Hort 
Venice 1969 


15. Axe2 Axe5 16. dxe5 a7 17. 
Wd2 a5 18. a3 Wd7 19. Ad4 Ac6 
20. £4 f5 21. AB AaT+ 


Apicella — Spiridonov France 
1996; 


B) 14. Wb3 &f6 15. Bfdl A8e7 16. 
Hd2 AfS 17. Had] &xfB 18. &xB 
&g5 19. &xg5 Wxg5= 

Dolmatov — Morozevich Moscow 
1995; 


C) 14. h3 &xf3 15. &xfB Rf6 16. 
Hb1 A8e7 17. g4 g5 18. &g2 Ag6 
19. De2 Af4 20. Axf4 gxf4 21. 
&xf4 &xd4 22. a4 WEE 23. Rd2 a5 
24. bdS Ab4= 


Barua — Ramesh India 1996; 


D) 14. Wa4 &xf3 15. &xf3 a7 16. 
Had £f6 17. Yb3 A8e7= 


14. — 2f6 


14. — &xf3 15. 2x &f6 16. a4 
48e7 17. bS axbS 18. axb5 “a5 19. 
Re2 Afs= 

Fogarasi — Horvath,J Budapest 
1994 


15. a4 48e7 16. b5 axb5 17. axb5 


&xf3 


17. — Ha5 18. Ad2 &xe2 19. Axe2 
AS 20. He2 He7 21. Hal Wd7 22. 
Efbl eSo 


Komeev — Van Duyvenbode Italy 
1992 


18. &xf3 


18. bxc6? &xe2 19. Yxe2 bxc6F 
Hoellrig] — Baburin Oberwart 1991 


18. — Aa5= 


8.3.1 — 4. OF3 &g4 5. Re2 e6 6. 
0-0 &e7 7. c4 AbG 8. exd6 cxd6 
9. b3 


1. 4 D6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 


Rg4 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Re7 7. c4 
4b6 8. exd6 cxd6 


ae 
YY, 


Lp Z q 


LY, 


TTL 
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_ Alekhine Defence _ 


A) 9. d5 0-0 
9. — exd5= 


10. h3 &xfB 11. &xfB e5 


11. — exd5 12. &xd5 Axd5 13. 
Wxd5t 


12. c5 Ac8 13. Hel dxc5=; 


B) 9. &e3 Ac6 10. d5 exd5 11. cxd5 
&xf3 12. &xf3 DAeS 13. Re2 0-0 
14. Yb3 Ded7 15. a4 &g5 16. a5 
&xe3 17. Wxe3 He8 18. Wd2 Ac5! 


This is the third intermediate move. 


19. &dl Ac4 20. Hc3 AeS5 21. b4 
Ded 22. Wd4 Wf 23. Ad2 Axd2 
24. Wxd2 Ac4 25. Wel Ad2F 


Polgar,S — Oll Hoogoven 1997 


9. — 0-0 10. &b2 4c6 11. Abd2 


For the line 11. “c3! see the main 
variation (8. c3). 


11.— 2f5 


11. —d5 12. ¢5 


12. HeS Bxe2 13. Wxe2 AxeS 
14. dxe5 dxc4= 


12. — 4d7 13. a3 a6 14. b4 W715. 
&b1 b6 16. Ab3 bxc5= 


12. a3 a5 13. Hel £f6 14. Bel 
14, &f1 d5 15. c5 Ad7 16. Bcl Wb8 


17. &bS BHc8 18. b4 axb4 19. axb4 
b6 

Black’s task is to block the white 
pawn chain and, if it is possible, to 
annihilate it. 


20. We2 bxc5 21. bxcS HaS 22. 
&xc6 Bxc6 23. Bal 


23. — Baxc5!F 24. dxc5 &xb2 25. 
a6 Exa6 26. YWxa6 Axc5 27. Wa5 
4\d3 28. Hdl h6 29. Afl Af4 30. 
De3 Red 31. Ad2 Ac3 32. Wa2 
&xg2—+ 

Benjamin — Alburt South Bend 
1981 


14. — d5 15. c5 Ad7 16. Afl &e4 
17. Ag3 Axf3 18. &xf3 b6 19. &c3 
Eb8 20. b4 axb4 21. axb4 bxc5 22. 
bxc5 g6 23. He2 YWe7 24. Ha2 a8 
25. Hxa8 Hxa8 26. Ae2 Ha3 27. 
&b2 Ha2 28. Yb3 Wa7 29. Bb1F 
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4 5. &e2 e6 


2B 


Chapter 8 — 1. e4 “fo 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. DS & 


29. 2c3? 


we i 
— 8 


< 


ESS 


10. Abd2 


29. — Exb2 


White does not aspire to a quick tri— 


umph. 


Grandmaster Alburt plays this type 


of position brilliantly. Saying more 
exactly the whole Alekhine De- 


10. — Ac6 


10. — 0-0 11. b4!? 


fence. Of course the two panws and 
the active play of the pieces are 
plentiful compensations for the sac— 


rificed exchange. 
30. Yxb2 Axd4+ 


11. b3 0-0 12. &b2 Ag6 


12. — Wb8!? The manoeuvring 
play gives you the opportunity to 


make even such moves. 13. &c3 
a5 14. a3 Bc8 15. Hcl g6 16. 


Hel &f60 


Fedorowicz — Alburt New York 


1980 


13. a3 a5 14. Hel 


“fl 


14. &c3 £f6 15. Hel 5 16. 


8.3.2 — 4. Af3 2g4 5. Re2 e6 6. 
0-0 £e7 7. c4 Ab6 8. exd6 cxd6 
9. h3 


16. dxe5 dxe5 17. &f1 Dd7 18. 
b4?! e4! 19. Bxf6 Dxf6 20. b5 
exf3 21. bxc6 fxg2 22. Bxg2 


bxc6 23. &xc6 a6 24. Bg2 
£id6+ Hulak — Vukic Yugos— 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
gd 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Ke7 7. c4 
4b6 8. exd6 cxd6 9. h3 £h5 10. 
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Alekhine Defence 


lavia 1978 


16. — e4 17. A3h2 d5 18. Dg4 
&g5= Tal — Bagirov Leningrad 
1977 


14. — &f6 15. &cl 


15. Af] Bc8 16. De3 AhS 17. 
De4 &xe4 18. hxg4 g6 19. Yd2 
&g7= Tseshkovsky — Alburt 
Leningrad 1974 


15. — d5 16. c5 Ad7 17. &c3 b6 18. 
b4 axb4 19. axb4 bxc5S 20. bxc5 
a3!? 
20. — 4c7= Kudrin — Bagirov 
Belgrade 1988 


21. Af] Wa8! 22. De3 Hb8 23. Ded 
&d8F 24. Rd3? Bxd3 25. Wxd3 
‘b4! Bagirov 


10. — 0-0 11. £e3 d5 12. c5 &xf3 
13. &xf3 Ac4 


NS 


Wy 


N 
NS 


A) 14. b3 &xe3 15. fxe3 Ac6 16. 
bl 


16. a3 b6 17. b4 bxc5 18. dxc5? 
&f6 19. Wc2 ReS5 20. Had] 
75+ The white pawns have not 
time to advance on the queen 
side. Hedke — Shabalov Biel 
1992 


16. — b6 17. b4 bxcS 18. bxc5 
Wa5= 
Charles — Solozhenkin Bethune 
1992; 


B) 14. &f4 Ac6 15. b3 A4a5 16. 
Hcl b6 17. cxb6 


17. Da4 R£6 18, £3 b5 19. Ac3 
b4= 


17. — Yxb6 18. 263 Hac8 19. Aa4 
Wb8 20. AcS Bxc5 21. Bxc5 Ab7 
22. Hc3 Ae7 23. Bxc8 Hxc8 24. 
Wd3 Ad6= 


Short — Bagirov Baku 1983 


14. — 4c6 15. b3 “4a5 16. £e3 


16. &b2 
This move gives 14. &cl a consid— 
erable importance. In the case of 16. 


&e3 it has continuations in common 
with the move 14. &f4. 


16. — &f6 17. Ha4 De7!? 


17. — g6 18. Re2 Bg7 19. Wd2 
We7 20. Hacl Had8 21. &c3!? eS 
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Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 4. Df3 Lg4 S. Be2 e6 


22. dxe5 &xe5 23. £4! &xc3 24. 
4\xc3£ White has a minimal 
advantage. Savon — Sergeev, V1 
USSR 1990 


18. 249! Dgor 


White’s bishop is missing from the 
diagonal cl—h6. 


16. — &f6 17. Hel Ae7 18. g4 g6 
19, Yd2 Aac6 20. &g2 2g7 21. f4 
b6 22. Aa4 b5 23. Ac3 b4 24, He2 
a5 


Black gets a counterplay on the 
queen side. 


25. Shi £5 26. Ag] a4 27. AB 
axb3 28. axb3 Ha3 29. Hb1 YWd7 
30. Hfel Hfa8 31. &g1 Ha2 32. 
We3 fxg4 33. hxg4 eS5!= 34. Axe5 
Yr" 


Krakops — Baburin Berlin 1994 


8.4.1 — 4. DB 2g4 5, Be2 e6 6. 
0-0 &e7 7. h3 &hS 8. c4 AbG 9. 
A\c3 0-0 10. &e3 a5 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
&g4 5. 2e2 e6 6. 0-0 £e7 7. h3 


&hS 8. c4 Ab6 9. Ac3 0-0 10. &e3 


9 


Ye @ tity 
hh 
est ow 
YG 


ay? 
GY 


10. — a5 


For the line 10. — “c6?! see the 
variation 9. &e3 “Ac6 (8.2.3.1 and 
8.2.3.2). 


10. — A8d7?! 11. exd6 


11. b3 a6 12. exd6 cxd6 13. Ad2 
&xe2 14. YWxe2 He8 15. £4 &f8 
16. a4 Af6 17. YB We7 18. Hacl 
“\bd7 19. g4= Acs — Appel 
Budapest 1996 


11. — cxd6 12. b3! d5 13. cS Ac8 
14. b4 a6 15. Ad2!? 


15.a4 &xfB 16. &xfB &f6 17. 
Wd3 


17. 3cl De7 18. g4! Dc6 19. b5 
Da5 20. Be2 g6 21. f4 Bg? 22. 
Abl= Nijboer — Hug Pula 
1997 


17. — De7 18. galt 
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__Alekhine Defence 


15.— &xe2 16. Wxe2 &f6 17. Ab3 
&e7 18. BHfd1= “Ac6 19. a3 b6 20. 
4\a4 bxc5? 


20. — bS is better. 


21. Daxc5 AxcS 22. AxcS Ha7? 


22. — a5 23. bS We7 24. Habl 
4\c8 with further Ab6 and Ac42 


23. Axa6 Wa8 24. bS Abs 25. Ac5! 
Bxa3 26. YWb2+—- 


The game is brought to an issue by 
the b-pawn. Almasi,Z — Varga 
Budapest 1995 


11. b3 


11. exd6 cxd6 12. Y¥b3 


12. d5 e5 


12. — Bxf3 13. &xf3 e5 14. Re2 
2a6 15. DS Dd7 16. a3 Dc7 
17. 2xc7 YWrxe7 18. b4 f§ 19. 
We2 g6 20. Hacl b6 21. Xfdit 
Van der Wiel — Kovacevic Wijk 
aan Zee 1980 


13. Yb3 


13. Dd2 Bxe2 14. Wre2 Dab 
15. b3 Ad7 16. Zab! f5 17. 73?! 
4Y6 18. f4 g6 19. fxe5 dxe5 20. 
BHa4 AhS5 21. £16 Wd6 22. Af3 
e4 23. Dd4 Dg3 24. Wd2 f4> 
The white monarch is left alone. 
Werner — Shabalov St. Martin 
1993 
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13. — A8d7 14. AxeS &xe2 15. 
4\xd7 &xc4 16. &xb6 &xb3 17. 
&xd8 Hfxd8 18. axb3 Bxd7 19. 
b4 &d8= Sherzer — Shabalov 
New York 1993 


12. — &8d7 


12. — a4 13. Yb5 &g6 14. c5+ 


13. WbS £g6 


13. — &xf3 14. &xf3 Ye7 15. b3 
d5 16. Hacl dxc4 17. He2 e5 18. 
dxe5 &c5 19. &xc5 “Axc5S 20. 
4f4 Hfd8 21. bxc4 Abd7 22. 
d5 Wxe5 23. Hfel We5S 24. 
Hcd1+ The white pieces are in 
charge of the board. Wedberg — 
Bagirov Gausdal 1991 


14.c5 c8 15. Bfd1! YWe7 


15. — d5 16. Yxb7!+ Because of 
the c5 passed pawn. 


16. &£4 b6 17. cxd6 Axd6 


17. — &xd6 18. £e3!? a4 


18. — Da7 19. 4b3! b5 20. 
Edel! with further 20. — a4 21. 
fxa4! 


19. Hacl HaS 20. Yc4 Yxc4 21. 
&xc4 Ga7 22. Re2 £57! 


22. —a3 23. b3+ 
23. DeS!+— Glek — Shabalov 


Belgorod 1989 
18. Wa4 Bfd8 19. Bacl Wb7+ 


11.— d5 


11. — Hab 


Black does not want to close the 
centre. 


12. 4 &p6 13. h4 ho! 


A) 13. —h5 14. g5 &f5 15. exd6 
cxd6 16. d5 e5 17. Ad2 g6 18. 
4\de4 with further f4+; 


B) 13.— dxe5? 14. h5 &b4 15. 
hxg6 &xc3 16. gxf7t Exf7 17. 
A&xe5 &xal 18. Axf7 &xf7 19. 
Wxal+ Black’s forces are in 
Tuins. Dorfman — Bagirov Mos— 
cow 1989. 


14. hS &h7 15. Yd2 dxe5 16. AxeS 


iy 
Yy Ly 
Li OE i 
G Uy EG. “yy 
YY, a wy YF 
. Ke Lee y 
Yy 4 Uigyy yY <j YW 
Z 


16. — c5! 17. d5 exd5 18. cxd5 Ab4 
19. Had1 a4 20. d6 &f6 21. f4 axb3 
22. axb3 &xe5! 23. fxeS Ad70 


It is an exciting position. Grech— 
khin — Abrashkin Russia 1994. 
Yakovich 


12. cS 26d7 


12. — &c8 13. Hel &xe2 14. Yxe2 
b6 15. cxb6 Axb6 16. Ad3 Da6 17. 
£4 5 18. exf6 &xf6 19. &f2 He8 20. 
fe5 &xe5 21. dxe5 Hf8 22. &xb6 
cxb6 23. AbS Wh4 


23. — Bc5 24. Ado Wd7 25. 
We3t 


24. We3 DcS 25. Ad6 Had8 26. 
Had1 We7 27. f5 Ad7 28. Abs Exf5 
29. Exf5 exf5 30. Bxd5+ 


Tiviakov — Yermolinsky New 
York 1994 


13. a3 
A) 13. Bcl &xf3 
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Alekhine Defence _ 


13. — &c6 14. Hel Rxe2 15. 
Wxe2 f6 16. exf6 &xf6 17. YWe4 
He8 18. A Af8 19. Hcdl Agé 
20. &ge5 &xg5 21. Axgs Wf6 22. 
Hfel Af4 23. He2 Axe2t 24. 
Hxe2+ Illescas — Tagnon France 
1989. 


14. &xf8 c6 15. Re2 b6 16. cxb6 
4xb6 17. £4 g6 18. g4 f5 19. exf6 
&xf6 20. Ab1 


The knight sets off. 


20. — We7 21. Ad2 a4 22. AB 
axb3 23. axb3 “6d7 24. Hel Bc8 
25. Ad3+ 


The wandering of the knight has 
finished. It needs exactly five 
moves. Khalifman — Shabalov 
USSR 1986; 


B) 13. Wd2 c6 


13. — b6 14. cxb6 Axb6 15. Ael 
&xe2 16. Axe2 Hab 17. Ad3 
YWd7 18. &g5 a4 19. &xe7 Wxe7 
20. c3 Hfc8 21. Bel c6 22. 
bxa4 c5 23. aS= Sax — Kova-— 
cevic Vinkovci 1976 


14. g4 &g6 15. Del f6 16. exf6 
4xf6 17. Ad3 Abd7 18. DAf4 Af7 
19. g5 De8 20. &e4 e5 21. Deb 
&xe6 22. Rxe6t Gh8 23. dxe5 Ac7 
24. &xd7 Wxd7 25. &g2 WS 26. f4 
De6 27. He2 Wedt 28. Sh2 d4F 


Bertola — Bagirov Stockholm 


1990; 


C) 13. 24 &g6 14. Del b6 
14. — £61? 


15. cxb6 Axb6 16. Ad3 D8d7 17. £4 
&xd3 18. &xd3 c5 19. Ye2 g6 20. 
wfra+ 

Reindermnan — Bosch The Nether— 
lands 1996. 


13. — Ac6 


13. —c6 14. Ael+ 


14. b4 axb4 15. axb4 Hxal 16. 
Wxal f6 17. bS &xf3 18. &xf3 


18. bxc6 &xe2 19. Axe2 bxc6F 
Ivanov — Shabalov Philadelphia 
1993 


18. — Axd4!? 19. &xd4 fxe5 20. 
&e3 d4 21. c6= 


8.4.2 — 4. DPB Aged 5. Re2 6 6. 
0-0 &e7 7. c4 AbG 8. h3 AhS5 9. 
A\c3 0-0 10. &e3 a6 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
gd 5. Re2 €6 6. 0-0 Ke7 7. c4 
Ab6 8. h3 ZhS5 9. Ac3 0-0 10. 2e3 
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Uh 


Tay, y 


11. b3 


11. d5?! 


Moves like this must be prepared 
better. 


A) 11. — &xf3 12. &xf3 Axc4 13. 
dxe6 fxe6 14. &xb7 Axe3 15. fxe3 
Hxflt 16. Yxfl Ha7 17. &f3 Dd7 
18. exd6= %-% 

Zaitsev — Bagirov St. Petersburg 
1995; 


B) 11. 4b3 dxe5 12. Axe5 
12. dxeS?! cS= 


12. — &xe2 13. Axe2 A8d7 14. 
Bfdl We8 15. AB 


15. Ad3 Be8 16. Bacl Af8 17. 
“vef4 Abd7 18. d5 exd5 19. cxd5 
Rd6 20. &d4 He4 21. Be3 Af6 
22. Ae2 A8d7 23. Hel= Frolov 
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— Lein Berlin 1993 


15. — Bd8 16. Af4 c5= 17. d5 exd5 
18. cxd5 &d6=; 


C) 11. exd6 cxd6 12. Yb3 


a) 12. c5!? In the positions with 
an isolated pawn, which come 
into being, White gets a danger— 
ous activity. 12. — Ac8 


12. — 26d7 13. cxd6 2xd6 14. 
d5e5 15. De4 Zf6 16. &g5+ 
Fercec — Zelcic Pula 1994 


13. Yb3 b6 


13. — We7 14. cxd6 &xd6 15. 
Hacl Dc6 16. d5+ exd5 17. 
2xd5 Yb8 18. Bfd]1 D6e7 19. 
Bc5 Lxc5 20. Bxc5 Bxf3 21. 
Sxf3 Dc6 22. He3 Wa7 23. 
E¥c3 D8e7 24. Bd7 Hfc8 25. 
£xc6 Exc6 26. Bxc6 Axc6 27. 
Zs 1-0 Mestel — Kovacevic 
Plovdiv 1983 


14. cxd6 &xd6 15. 24 &g6 16. 
Ae5 &xe5 17. dxe5 Ac6 18. £8 
A8e7 19. &xb6 Wd3 20. Kg2 
Hab8s Schmittdiel — Hor- 
vath,Cs Gausdal 1994 21. Hadl 
Weo2 22. Wxc2 &xc2 23. Bd2 
Exb6 24. Exc2 AxeS 25. Bdl+t; 


b) 12. b3 d5 13. Aes 


13. c5 &xf3 14. Bxf3 DAc8 15. 
b4 2c6 16. Bb] &f6 17. a4 


Alekhine Defence 


D8e7 18. bS axb5 19. axb5 Da5 
20. £e2 DfS 21. Wd2= Vidars— 
son — Shabalov Reykjavik 1994 


13. — &xe2 14. Yxe2 Ac6 15. 
Hfdl &f6 16. cxdS “Axd5 17. 
“&xd5 YWxd5 18. Axc6 Yxc6 19. 
Hacl We4 20. We4 Wxeg4 21. 
hxg4 Hfc8 22. g5 &e7 23. d5 
exd5 24. Exc8t Exc8 25. Hxd5 
Hd8 26. Bxd8t &xd8= The dis— 
armament is perfect. Anand — 
Yusupov Wijk aan Zee 1994 


12. — 48d7 13. Hacl 


13. Hfcl Bc8 14. a4 &xf3 15. 
gxf3 Yc7 16. De4 Hce8 17. a5 
A@c8 18. c5 dxc5 19. dxc5 “a7 
20. Ad6 Hb8 21. f4 Ac6 22. f5 
e5= Prie — Agnos Paris 1994 


13. — Hc8 


White is threatened by the move 
&xf. 


14. Ad2 Rxe2 15. Axe2 Ag5 16. 
&xg5 YWxg5 17. Ded We7 18. c5 
dxc5 19. dxc5 Ad5 20. Yxb7 f5 21. 
Ags h6 22. Af3 AxcS 23. Wxe7 
“xe7 24. Hfdl AdS 25. Aed4 Af4 
26. &f1 Afd3 27. Hc2 e5= 


Anand — Morozevich Moscow 
(rapid) 1995 


11.— d5 


11. — A6d7 12. exd6 cxd6 13. YWd2 
“f6 14. d5 e5 15. b4 


15. Ah4t 


15. — b6 16. Bfdl a5 17. a3 Dbd7 
18. Hacl Ae8 19. AbS &xf3 20. 
&xf3 £5 21. Wo2 &g5 22. Yb3 Gh8 
23. &xg5 Wxg5 24. Re2 EBf6 25. 
fl Bg60 


Hjartarson — Torre Moscow 1994 


12. c5 Ac8 
12. — A6d7 


[xo 


yes "Yigal 
1 


Rs 


y 


- 
722 


13. Hel! 


A) 13. Dh2 Bg6 14. Wd2 Ac6 
15. f4£ Gavrikov — Fioramonti 
Lugano 1989; 


B) 13. Wd2 Ac6 14. Hab] &g6 
15. Hb2 f6 16. exf6 &xf6 17. b4 
&f7 18. &dl e5=; 
C) 13. b4 Ac6 14. Yb3 &h8 

14. — (6 15. Axd5!? 
15. Had1 f60 with approximately 
equal chances. 
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Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 Bed 5. Re2 e6 


15. — b6 16. Ya4 Dcb8?! 17. 
Eel bxc5 18. bxc5 f6 19. Ags 
Lf7 20. DQxf7f¢ Bef7 21. Axd5 
exd5 22. e6+ Grosar — Zelcic 
Makarska 1994 

13. — &g6 14. &d3 Ac6 


14. — &xd3 
15. &xg6 hxg6 16. Yg4 Wes 
16. — b6+ 


17. Df £5?! 

It weakens the king side totally. 

18. Yg3 &h7 19. RS Hh8 20. 
BHe2+ 


Rublevsky — Bogdanovski Budva 
1996 


A) 13. Dh2 &g6 14. f4 Ac6 15. Bel 
15. a3 &xc5!= 


15. — &xc5!? 
15. — f6@ This is the usual move. 


16. dxc5 d4 17. &f2 dxc3 18. Bxc3 
D8e7 19. APB AdS 20. Bc4 Aa5 21. 
Hd4 4\c6 22. Hd2 We7 23. Bxd5!? 
exd5 24. Wxd5 Had8 25. Wc4 Web 
26. Yxe6 fxe6s 


White has the compensation for the 
exchange but nothing else. Stri-— 
punsky — Ajupbergenov Volgo— 
grad 1994; 


B) 13. Wd2 Ac6 14. b4 Bg6 15. a3 
f6 16. &f4 D8a7 17. Had1 fxe5 18. 
4xe5 4xe5 19. &xe5 Ac6 20. 2&4 
Bf5= 


Balzar — Bagirov Giessen 1994; 


C) 13. b4 c6 14. a3 


a) 14. Hb1 f6!; 


b) 14. Yb3 &xf3 15. &xf3 &g5 
This is also a frequent plan. 
Having space disadvantage every 
exchange comes in very handy, 
and the c8 knight also join in the 
play this way through the e7 
square. 16. Had] &xe3 17. fxe3 
Weg5 18. De2 A8e7 19. Af4 
!f5= 20. &g4 Ace7 21. Hh2 h5 
22. &xf5 Axf5 23. Hf h4 24. 
Wd3 c6 25. Bgl Hae8 26. a4 a5 
27. b5 cxb5 28. axbS Ag3 29. 
He2 De4 30. Ac3?? We3+t It is 
true that the queen cannot be 
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captured in three different ways, 
but the sacrifice still is beautiful. 
0-1 Unzicker — Dankert Munich 
1979 

14. — f6! 15. exf6 &xf6 16. 24 226 


16. — &f7!? Psakhis 


17. Y¥b3 h6 18. Had] 
18. a4 is better. 


18. — &f7! 
With the plan of the further move 
e5. 


19. &g2 A8e7 20. h4 e5!! 21. 
g5 AfS 22. gxf6 YYxf6! 23. DxdS 
We6s 24. dxeS AxeS 25. AxeS 


The only move. 
25. — Yxe5 26. &gl 


The only move. It needs being calm. 
26. — Had8 27. &c4 
There is nothing else. 
27. — We4! 28. £3 Wxh4 29. &f2! 
Wg5t 30. Sh2 Wh5t 31. &g2 West 


It is a just draw. Psakhis — Ehlvest 
Novosibirsk 1993 Ehlvest 


13. — 26 14. Del 


With further f4 and space advan— 
tage. 


14. — f6 15. exf6 


15. £4? fxe5 16. fxeS Exflt 
With further &g5= 


15. — &xf6 16. f4£ Dc6 


With the plan of the further move 
b6 


17. Bel 
17. a3 DaS!o 


17. — b6 18. Da4 


18. cxb6 cxb6! 19. f5 exf5! 20. 


&xd5 D8e7~0 


18. — b5 19. Ab2 
With further ®f3 and Ad3. 


19, — &e4!? 
With further 26, Wd7 and Y¥g7. 


20. Wd2! g6 21. Ad1 Wd7 22. Af2 
“8e7 23. Hdl Had8 24. AB 


24. a4 Eb8!o 


24. — &xf3 25, &xf3 Shs 

25. — g5?! 26. fxg5 &xd4 27. &xd4 
“xd4 28. Wxd4 Exf3 29. Ae4!+ 
Nunn — Agnos Isle of Man 1994 


26. a4t 
White’s 
Nunn. 


advantage is minimal. 
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8.4.3 — 4. Df3 2g4 5. Be2 e6 6. 
0-0 £e7 7. c4 DAb6 8. 2e3 0-0 9. 
h3 £h5 10. Ac3 d5 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
Rg4 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Ke7 7. c4 
“Ab6 8. Ke3 0-0 9. h3 Zh5 10. Ac3 
d5 


yore, Yb 
we 
ee 


Waite, ° UGeey 
Raha 
Ca | ee See 
Ly G Whe Le MYLEE ‘fy 
* y 
) , ti, 7) : Vis 
A&B 7 


‘iy Yi 
Wy 
Bm 4y 


q G 


This is the main and straightest line. 
Black prevents White from making 
the move d5 definitively. White’s 
best answer is 11. c5 that results in 
closed positions in which both sides 
has to prepare for a long manoeu— 
vring fight. 


11. exd5 


11. b3!? dxc4 
For the line 11. — “c6 12. c5 “Ac8 


13. b4 a6= see the variation 10. — 
a6. 


12. bxc4 Ac6 13. g4 Rg6 14. Wb3+ 
Omstein — Schmidt Sweden 1975. 


11. — exd5! 


It seems to be paradoxical, but it is 
not; this is the right move instead of 
occupying the d5 square by a piece. 


11. — &xd5 12. Wb3! 


Of course to exchange the knight on 
d5 would be favourable for Black. 


12. — Abb 


12. — &xe3 13. fxe3 We8 14. d5 
&c5 15. Hed Ab6 16. Bc4t+ 
Savon — Alburt USSR 1977 


13. d5! 


13. Hfdl c6 14. a4 a5 15. d5 
4xd5 16. YWxb7 Ad7 17. g4 &g6 
18. Wxc6 Bc8 19. Wb5 Hb8= 
Matanovic — Vukic Banjaluka 
1979 


13. — exd5 


13. — &xd5 14. Hfdl c6 15. 
Yxb7 Ad7 16. g4 &g6 17. Wxc6 
Hc8 18. Wa4t 


14. &xb6 axb6 15. Axd5 &c5 16. 
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_Alekhine Defence 


Had] Yc8 


Wii Yj 


17. Af4 


A) 17. a3!? Dc6 18. Ye3 He8 19. 
Hfelt; 


B) 17. Hfel “Ac6 18. Wc3?! 
Bxa2!? 
Videki 


18. — e7?? Black realized his 
mistake quickly, and not waiting 
for the answer he resigned. 1-0 
Rublevsky — Jorgensen Den- 
mark 1993 19. Yxc5 +— 


19. &c4 


19. b4 Bxf3 20. gxf3 Axb4 21. 
Axb4 Had! 22, Dd5 Wrh3F 


19. — Ha4 20. e6 Bxc4! 21. 
WYWxc4 fxe6s 


17. — &xf3 18. &xf3 Ac6 19. e6! 


4d4 20. Bxd4 &xd4 21. exf7+¢ Exf7 
22. Bed Wd8 23. Reb HWE 24. 
&xf7t Yxf7 25. De6 2f6 26. Hel 
@h8? 


CZ, 
Y 
G 


i, Wi 
4, wy ty 
j 


26. — hot 


27. Ad8! 


27. Xe3? Kremenietsky — Kolev 
Russia 1987 


27. — WB 28. He8! Wxe8 29. Af7+ 
e830. Ad6t+ 


12. g4 


A) 12. &d3 Ac6 13. g4 Bg6 14. 
&f5 We8 15. De2 f6=; 


B) 12. Ae] &xe2 13. Wxe2 Ac6 14. 
4d3 Wd7 15. Bad] Ad8 16. Ac5 
Wc8 17. f4 f5 18. g4 c6 19. Sh2 
@dT= 


It manages to block the white 
squares successfully, what is a key 
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Chapter 8 — 1. 4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Df Bed 5. Le? 6 


question in this position. Plachetka 
— Bagirov Kirovakan 1978 


12. — &g6 13. Ael Acb6 


A) 13. — f5 14. Ad3 c6 15. Af4t 
Omstein — Alburt Reykjavik 1984; 


B) 13. — &b4 14. Hcl Ac6 15. Dg2 
f6 16. e6 We7 17. DAf4 &xc3 18. 
Bxc3 Ad8 19. Wb3-0 


Hebden — 
Ferrand 1989 


Bricard Clermont 


14. f4 


14. Ag? f6! 15. Af?! 
15. f4= 


15. — fxe5 16. dxe5 d4! 17. Axg6 
hxg6 18. Yb3t Gh8 19. Bad] &c5 
20. Ae4 We7 21. Wo2 Wxe5 22. 
&g5 
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22. — d3! 23. Yxd3 “d4 24. b4 


“Axe2t 25. Wxe2 &xb4F 26. f4 Web 
27. £5 gxf5 28. gxf5 Bxf5 29. Wh5t 
e830. Af6t Wxf6 


That’s neat, isn’t it? 


31. Bxf5 Yxf5 0-1 
Emms — Baburin Isle of Man 1996 


14. — f5 15. exf6 
15. b3 Wd7 16. Ad3 Hae8a 


15. — &xf6= 

The advanced pawns are not harm— 
less at all, but the weakened king 
position and the open e-file give 


Black excellent opportunities to 
defend. 


16. Df3 h6 17. b3 YWd6 18. 2d3 


18. — Hae8! 19. Yd2? 


19. AeS AxeS 20. dxeS Kxe5 21. 
fxeS YxeS 22. Exf8t Bxf8 23. R2 
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Alekhine Defence 


Wf4!? 
Videki 


23. — Bxf2= 


24. &f5 AxfS 25. gxf5 Bxf5 26. 
We2 HeS5 27. Wd3 HgSt 28. ofl 
Hf5 29. We2 d4F 


19. — &xd3 20. YWxd3 Ab4 21. 
Wd2 “c2! 


This jumping in was overlooked by 
White at making the move 19. ¥/d2. 


22. Wxe2 Bxe3 23. HAe5 


23. Ae2?! Efe8! 24. AeS! Hxh3 25. 
p2 Hh4 26. Wf5 c5 27. Ag3 &xe5 
28. dxe5 Wc6 29, Hael Hf8 30. e6! 
d4y! 


30. — &c8? Svidler — Solo— 
zhenkin Elista 1995 


31. Wed Ad5 32. DFS Exe4t 33. 
&h3 We8! 34. Dg3 Dfe 35. Wes 
Wp6 36. Bf Bh4y!F Nikitin 


23. — Exh3F 


8.4.4.1 — 4. Df3 Bp4 5. Re2 e6 6. 
0-0 £e7 7. h3 2hS5 8. c4 Ab6 9. 


4\c3 0-0 10. £e3 d5 11. c5 &xf3 
12. &xf3 


1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Af3 
g4 5. e2 e6 6.00 Re7 7. h3 
&hS5 8. c4 Ab6 9. Ac3 0-0 10. Le3 
d5 11. c5 


11.— &xf3 


It makes White choose. Either it 
allow Black to move “c4 or it 
undertakes the double pawns. The 
latter one is the better and more 
popular continuation. 


12. &xf3 Ac4 13. 24 


A) 13. b3 Axe3 14. fxe3 Ac6 


This move discourages White from 
making the move e4 for a while. 


14. — b6 15. e4c6 16. b4 bxc5 
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Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 dé 4. D3 Bg4 5. Le? 6 


17. bxc5 Wa5 
y Gy . 
6) a Ki, eS ii 
ty G Yay 
6 j j 
5h Be © 
ty URE 
4 Y aN 


ay 


1A 
g ag GE 


18. Axd5T White’s benefit is not 
obvious, but it is unnecessary to 
take such complications with 
Black. Spassky — Fischer Reyk— 
javik 1972 


15. Zbl 


15. Bcl Wd7 16. Yd3 Sh8 17. 
&e4 Be5 18. De2 f5 19. exf6 
gxf6 20. Af4 £5 21. &F3 Bae8 22. 
&hl Y/g7F Westerinen — Bagi-— 
tov FRG 1979 


15. —- a5 16. a3 b6= 


Olafsson,F — Andersson Nice 
1974; 


B) 13. &cl b6 


13. — &g5?! Does Black want to 
exchange the bishop just then 
when it has returned to its initial 
position? 14. b3 &xcl 15. Excl 


Ma5 16. £g¢4+ Djurhuus — Sha— 
balov Gausdal 1991 


14. b3 DaS 15. b4 Ac4 16. Ke2 a5 
17. b5 


17. &xc4 axb4 18. Axd5 exd5 
19. YF3 bxc5 20. Wxd5 Wxd5 21. 
&xd5 c6F There is no adequate 
compensation for the material. 


17. — bxc5 18. &xc4 dxc4 19. d5 
4&\d7 20. Ye2 Ab6 21. Bdl “Wd7 22. 
We4 Bfds+ 

Karavaev — Vinokurov Kazan 
1995; 


C) 13. b4b6 14. Hcl c6 15. Re2 a5 
16. &xc4 axb4 17. Da4 dxc4 18. 
4&\xb6 Bxa20 


Bagirov 
13. — Ac6 
13. — b6!? 


If you are keen on taking risks, you 
can try this move too. 


14. b3 Ha5 15. Bcl bxc5 16. dxc5 
4ac6 17. Hel &g5 18. Axd5!? exd5 
19. &xg5 Yxg5 20. Rxd5 Gh8!0 
Black has an extra piece in vain, 
because it is almost impossible to 
bring the a8 rook into play. Kavalek 
— Scmidt Nice 1974 


14. b3 24a5 15. Hel 
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Alekhine Defence 


15. d2 b6 16. Hacl bxc5 17. dxc5 
Hb8co 


Geller — Timman Wijk ann Zee 
1975 
15. — ¥/d7! 


Black’s task is to explode the white 
pawn centre moving f6 and/or bé6. 
They are being prepared by the 
queen’s move. 


A) 15. — &g5 16. De2+; 
B) 15. — b6 16. Dad! 


16. 2¢4 


A) 16. Hel f6 17. exf6 &xf6 18. 
MHe2 He7 19. Wd2 Dac6 20. &e4 
45 21. &xf5 exf5 22. b4 a6 23. a4 
Hfe8= 


Beliavsky — Alburt Kiev 1978; 


B) 16. &e3 f6 17. exf6 &xf6 18. 
Wd2 b6 19. Da4 Ae7 20. Re2 AFS 
21. c6 We7 22. Ab2 Axe3 23. Yxe3 
Wd6 24. Yc3 e5= 


Black is beginning to take the ini— 
tiative over. Geller — Bagirov 
Tbilisi 1978 


16. — b6 17. Da4 Db7 18. £e2 


18. Y¥d2 bxc5 19. dxc5 Hfb8 20. 
Hfel Abd8 21. Db2 DAb4 22. a3 
‘Abc6 23. b4a5 24. Ad3 DAd4 25. 
Wb2 AfS 26. Rdl axb4 27. axb4 
Wb5 28. &c2 Ac6+ 


Nicevski — Sofrevski Yugoslavia 
1975 


18. — bxc5 19. £a6 Acd8 20. dxc5 
C60 


Sofrevski 


8.4.4.2.1 — 4. Df3 Be4 5. Re2 e6 
6. 0-0 Re7 7. c4 Ab6 8. h3 Lh5 9. 
4c3 0-0 10. £e3 d5 11. c5 &xf3 
12. gxf3 “cB 13. f4 &h4 


1. e4 Df6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Df 
&g4 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Ke7 7. c4 
4\b6 8. h3 ZhS5 9, Ac3 0-0 10. Re3 
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White having a considerable space 
advantage can make a decision that 
on which side it wants to start the 
attack. But Black’s situation in not 
hopeless either! Possessing a posi— 
tion without weaknesses it gets the 
chances to organize the defence by 
blocking the advanced pawns. 


12. — &c4? 13. Bxc4 dxc4 14. 
Wa4+ 


13. 4 


A) 13. b4 
Perhaps it is less dangerous. 


13. — Ac6 


13. — &h4 14. Sh2 f6 15. f4 
fxe5 16. fxeS Ae7 17. &d3 AFS 
18. Wg4 Ac6 19. a3 Ace7 20. 
He2 Wd7 21. Bgl Ag6 22. Hg2 
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Bf7 
22. — Hae8!? 23. Wh5 £d8= 
23. WhS Haf8 24. Hag] &d8 


25. Sxg6! hxg6 26. Wxg6 Wes 
27. “f4 He7 28. Axd5+— Stri- 


punsky — Baburin Copenhagen 
1994 


14. Hbl 


a) 14. bS a5 15. Wa4 b6 16. c6 
&h4 17. Yo2 Sh8 18. &hl De7 
19. &d3 g6 20. Ae2 a6 21. a4 
Hg8= Minev — Palatnik Albena 
1975; 


b) 14. f4 f5 15. Ghl &h4 16. Bb 
48e7 17. Zg1 Gh8 18. Wd2 Wes 
19. Bp2 W7 20. bS+ Hulak — 
Popov Skara 1980 


14. — &h4 15. f4 D8e7 
15. — Gh8 16. £d3 g6 17. He4 


goletbine Desens 


Hg8 
17. —h5 18. YY3 D8e7 19. bS 


a5 20. &h2+ Diesen — Va- 
ganian Hastings 1974 


18. Sh2 h5 19. W3 D8e7 20. a3 
Hp7 21. Bgl b6 22. &c2 Hb8 23. 
Hedl Bh7 24. Hbcl Dg8 25. 
cxb6 axb6 26. AbS Wd7 27. 
“@xc7 Wxc7 28. b5 Ad8& 29. 
&xg6 fxg6 30. Bxc7 Bxc7 31. f5 
exfS 32. WxhSt Hh7 33. Wes 
He7 34. Wh5t Hh7 35. We8 He7 
Neither of the opponents can 
avoid the draw. 42-% Wolff — 
Alburt Estes Park 1985 


16. &d3 g6 17. Wed DFS 18. Axf5 
exfS 19. WB De7 20. bS Wd7 21. 
Efcl We6 


With further f6 


22. Rd2 Hfd8 23. a4 a6 24. Hal 
&g7 25. Ad1 axb5 


25. — c6?! Schandorff — Bagi-— 
rov Copenhagen 1993 


26. axb5 c6 27. Ae3 
With further Ag2 


27. — Ag8=; 


B) 13. Sh2 f620 


13. — Hc6 14. Hgl Gh8 15. f4 
&xc5? 


15. — £h4 


16. f5! Black was not in earnest 
about this opportunity. 16. — 
Ke7 17. f6 &xf6 18. exf6+ Kor— 
neev,S — Bagirov Moscow 1990 


13. — &h4 


It clears the e7 square for the knight. 


A) 13. — f5 

It saves the opponent’s main threat, 
but Black takes the f5 square from 
its own knights as well. 


14. hl 


14. b4 a6 15. Sh] Bf7 16. Bgl 
&f8 17. Yb3 Ac6 18. Bg3 Hd7 
19. Hag] A8e7 20. &hS Wb8 21. 
a3 b6 22. Yo2 YWb7 23. Hbl 
Hdd8 24. &h2 Hdbs 25. Heel 
Wc8 26. Aad Wd7 27. Hgcl b5 
28. Zc3 a5 29. Re2 axb4 30. 
axb4 “a7 31. Hal c6= It is a 
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__Chapter 8 — 1. 04 Df6 2. ¢5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Df Led 5. Ke? £6 


peculiar position. The opponents 
will exchanges the major pieces 
on the a-file and shake hands. 
German — Milos Villa Martelli 
1997. 


14. — Of7 


a) 14. — 4c6 15. Hg] Gh8 16. 
b4 &h4 17. bS5 A6e7 18. Wd2 
“g8 19. a4 Ace7 20. a5 Ahé6 21. 
a4 b6 22. Hacl Af7 23. Ab2 
Hg8 24. Ad3 h6 25. Hal+ Ivanov 
— Nikitin Moscow 1994; 


b) 14. —@h8 15. Bg] £47! 16. 
&hS! We7?! 


17. &g6!! Black is punished for 
the stereotyped moves! 17. — 
hxg6 18. Exg6 W7 19. WhSt 
&g8 20. Wh6! He7 21. Bg2 g5 
22. Hagl!+— It is a nice game. 
Kharitonov — Dautov Kalinin— 


grad 1986 


15. Bgl g6 16. b4 Hc6 17. bS Aa5 
18. Wa4 b6 19. Bacl &h4 20. Abl 
We8 21. Yb4 Bg7 22. Ad2 Ad8 23. 
At 

Hjartarson — Milos Szirak 1987; 


B) 13. — g62! 14. &d3 &h4 15. 
Wed; 


C) 13. —c6? 14. £d3 g6 15. b4 He8 
16. Gh2 £f8 17. f5 exfS 18. &xf5+ 


Gurgenidze — Suba Varma 1975 
18. — gxf5? 19. Belt Sh8 20. Wh5 
&g7 21. Bxg7+— 

14. 243 


14. £57! De7 15. Rd3 Axf5 16. 
&xf5 exfS5 17. WR c6 18. Wxf5 
4a6 19. He2 Ac7= 


Folk — Smejkal Czechia 1995 


14. — g6 
14. — £5? 15. exf6! 26 
15. — Wxf6 16. YWb3+ 


16. f7¢+ Bxf7 
16. — &xf7 17. £5 


17. Ye4 
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Alekhine Defence 


15. Yg4 &h8 


=|“ NHN © FF OA HD N @ 


15.— f5 16. Ydl “c6 17. Gh2 Sh8 
18. Ae2 A8e7 19. Ag) Ags 20. 
“f3 Dh6 21. a3 Af7 22. b4 a6 23. 
Hel Hg8 24. Be2 hot 

Vasiukov — Alburt Vilnius 1975 


16. Ab1 


It is a typical manoeuvre. The 
knight is trying to get to f3. 


16. b4 Ac6 17. a3 f5 18. Wdl a6 19. 
Bhl A8e7 20. Ae2 Ags 21. Agl 
Dh6 22. AB Af7 23. Kd2 KRe7 24. 
a4 4b8 25. b5 axb5 26. axbS “d7 
27. Yc2t 


Psakhis — Agzamov Moscow 1983 


16. — Ac6 17. Ad2 h5 18. We2 
A8e7 19. Af3 AS 20. a3 


20. abl a5 21. a3 &e7 22. Efcl 
Wd7 23. Bc3 Ha7 24. b4 axb4 25. 


axb4 Ha4 26. &bS Ha7 27. Wdl 
Bfa8t 

Kosashvili — Zilberman Rishon le 
Zion 1993 


20. — a6 21. Shi Se7 22. Egl 
Wd7 23. Hp? Hes 24. b4 Ha7 25. 
Eb1 Zaa8 


There is no counterplay. 


26. Egg1 Ha7 27. Xb2 Haa8 28. a4 
Egb8 29. Xgbit 


29. b5?! 
29. Belt 


29. — axb5 30. axbS “a5 31. Hdl 


31. — Ac4!? 32. &xc4 dxc4 33. 
Wxc4 Ha3e 34.c6 bxc6 35. bxc6 
Wd8 36. Bdbl Bxb2 37. Bxb2 
&xe3 38. fxe3 Hxe3 39. Hb3 Be4t 


This game is rather peculiar to this 
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____ Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Af6 2. 5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. AF Bed 5. Re? e6 


variation. Black is defending and 
waiting, then, after a thoughtless 
white move, they change their roles, 
Black hits back and wins. Emms — 
Zilberman Great Britain 1994 


8.4.4.2.2 — 4. D3 &g4 5. Re2 e6 

6. 0-0 &e7 7. h3 £&h5 8. c4 Abé 9. 
4\c3 0-0 10. £e3 d5 11. c5 2xf3 
12. gxf3 Ac8 13. £4 Ac6 14. 2d3 


1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 
Sg4 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Ke7 7. h3 
&hS 8. c4 AbG 9. Ac3 0-0 10. Re3 
d5 11. c5 &xf3 12. gxf3 Ac8 13. £4 
4\c6 


This is the most important position 
of the line 10. — d5. 


14. &d3 


A) 14. &f3 &h4 15. £52! D8e7 16. 
fxe6 fxe6 17. &¢4 AfSF; 


B) 14. Ybl 


It is mysterious a little, but it proves 
to be good in this game. 


14. — &h4 15. &d3 g6 16. b4 D8e7 
16. — a6 


17. bdS Ha5 18. Wdl Yh8 19. Sh2 
Hg8 20. Hgl h5?! 

The pawns in front of the king can 
only be moved in such cases when 
they have got to be moved. 20. — c6 
or 20. — “f5 are better. 


21. Wf Hg7?! 22. £5! 


This is the crucial question of the 
variation 12. gxf3. Can White break 
through by the move f5 or not? 


22. — exf5 23. He2 Ac4 24. Re5 
&xg5 25. Hxg5 Ags’ 26. Hag] Ah6 
27. Wf4t 


As a compensation for the position— 
al sacrifice the white pieces go on 
the rampage freely on the wholly 
acquired dark squares. Mina-— 
sian,Ara — Nogueiras Ubeda 1998. 


C) 14. Bb &h40 


14. — &xc5?! 15. dxc5 d4 16. 
BeAt 
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; Alekhine Defence 


It was the most favourite move at 
the end of the eighties. By now 
remedy has been found. 


14. — exf5 15. £3 
15. 4/b3 &h4 16. f4 A8e7= 
15. — &g5! 
15. — f4 16. &xf4 Bg5 17. Rh2+ 


16. Axd5 f4! 17. &xf4 


a) 17. Axf4 &xf4 18. &xf4 Wxd4 
19. Wxd4 


19, 2g3 Wxe5 20. Hcl Was 21. 
Sxc6 bxc6 22. Bxc6 He7 23. 
Ec4 Afs 24. Wad MhoF 


19. — &xd4 20. &g4 He7 21. 
Had1 Aec6 22. Re3 Had8& 23. 
Hd2 De6 24. Uxd8 Bxd8 25. f4 
g6= Hendriks — Bosch Enschede 
1995; 
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b) 17. &c1?! D8e7 


17. — Wad7!? 18. b4 D8e7 19. 
2xe7ft Bxe7 20. &b2F 


18. Axe7t Wxe7 19. Rxc6 bxc6 
20. Yg4 Hab8t 


17. — &xf4 18. Axf4 D8e7! 


The advance is more important. 
Black can regain the material later 
too. 


18. — @xd4 19. &xb7 Hb8 20. 
Rg2!t 

19.d5 %4-'A 

Gallagher — Bagirov Eupen 1993 
a) 19.b3 Hb8 20. &e4 Wxd4 


21. Wxd4 &xd4 22. Bfd1 Hfds8 
23. Ad5 


23. Bd3? Ddc6 24. e6? 


24. &xc6 Exd3 25. Axd3 
Axc6+ 


Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Df6 2. e5 dS 3. d4 d6 4. A Ag4 5. he2 e6 


24. — fO!¥ Aseev — Bagirov 
Berlin 1990 


23. — He2t! 24. Sfl Axd5 25. 
Bxd5 Bxd5 26. &xd5 Af4! 27. 
Rpe2 &f8 28. Hdl &e7F with a 
More advantageous endgame for 
Black. Bagirov 


b) 19. Wd2 Wd7z 


19. — Axe5 20. Re2 A7g6= 
20. — AfSo 


14. — 26 


14. — b6?! 15. Wa4 Axd4 16. &xd4 
bxc5 17. &xc5 


17. £e3 d4 18. Had] 


17. — &xc5 18. Wc6+ 
Sutovski — Wells Budapest 1993 


15. &h2 


A) 15. a3 He8? 
15. — dhs 


16. Sh2 &f8 17. f5! exfS 18. &xf5 
gxf5? 


18. — D6e7 19. &c2+ 


19. Belt Sh8 20. WhS f4 21. Rxf4 
&g7 22. Exg7+; 


271 


B) 15. £5?! exfS 16. Wf3 &xc5! 17. 


dxc5 d4 18. &h6 dxc3 19. e6 


19. 2xf8?! Wxf8 20. e6 Wxc5 21. 
exf7t &xf7 22. Hacl Ad6 23. 
Exc3 We5 24. Rc4t Sf6 25. He3 
“d4! 26. We2 Wr 27. Rd5 c6 
28. Hdl He8+ Chiburdanidze — 
Bagirov Minsk 1983 


19. — fxe6o 


i 
ty 
Z “llr, 


Za 


It is rather favourable for Black. 
a) 19. — cxb2 20. Had] fxe6; 


b) 19. — 4d4?! 20. exf7t Exf7 
21. 8xb7+ Sokolov,A — Vein-— 
gold USSR 1981 


20. Had] We8 21. &xf8 


15. — &h8 16. Wg4 Ab4 17. &b1 
b6 18. a3 Ac6 19. b4t 


Glek — Majer Bad Zwesten 1997 


6. 0-0 &e7 7. h3 £h5 8. c4 Abé 9. 
&e3 0-0 10. Ac3 d5 11. c5 2xf3 
12. gxf3 Ac8 13. £4 Ac6 14. b4 


1. e4 AF6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. Df 
&g4 5. £e2 e6 6. 0-0 £e7 7. h3 


We have two examples of sparing 
the move h3. It is usually favourable 
for White in this variation. 


7. c4 Ab6 8. Ac3 0-0 9. &e3 d5 10. 
c5 &xf3 11. gxf3 Ac8 12. f4 Ac6 
13. b4 


13. — &h4 


13. — a6 14. Bbl f6 15. &d3 
We8 16. Ye4 £5 17. Wh3!t a5?! 
18. b5 Ab4 19. Re2 Ac2 20. Sh1 
g6 21. Bel Bf7 22. AF &f8 23. 
Eb2 Aa3 24. Bcl Aa7 25. Re2 
Wd7 26. Hdl 2d8 27. Wl &h6 


28. b3+ Short — Alburt Fox— 
boro 1985 


14. b5 a5?! 15. 243 £6 
15.— He7 16. Wh5 Ago 17. f5!+ 


16. £5! exf5 17. Wf c6 18. &h6 He8 
19. W4!+ Be7 20. Shl Af8 21. 
Hg] &xh6 22. Yxh6 Sh8 23. Ae2! 
De7 24. Df4 Bp8 25. Hp3 WR 26. 
Wh4 He8 27. Hag] 


With further “h5 


27. — h6 28. e6! Sh7 29. exf7! 
Yxf7 30. Bh3 1-0 


Well this win would not have been 
so simple in the case of the move h3. 
Ulibin — Morovic Las Palmas 1992 
Ulibin. 


7. — &hS 8. c4 Ab6 9. 2e3 0-0 10. 
4\c3 d5 11. c5 &xf3 12. gxf3 Ac8 
13. f4 Ac6 14. b4 


14.— &h4 
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____ Chapter 8 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4.d64. A 224 5, Re2 6 


14. — a6 15. a3 


15. £5?! exf5 16. f4 Ab8! 17. &d3 
Wd7 18. WP Bd8F 


15. — &h4 16. £d3 g6 17. Ye4 £5 
18. Wdl Sh8 19. &h2 D8e7 20. 
Me2 Ag8 21. Ag] Ah6 22. APB 
Af7 23. Rd2 Bg8 24. a4 We7 25. b5 
axb5 26. axb5 Hxal 27. Yxal Acd8 
28. Wa5 c6 29. Wb6+ 

Solozhenkin — Bagirov Sevastopol 
1986 


15. Hb1 


15. bS D6e7 
15. — a5 16. £d3 g6 17. Sh2+ 


17. f5!? exf8 18. Ux 


16. &d3 “AFS 17. &xf5 exf5 18. WB 
c6 19, a4t 


15. — D8e7 16. £43 g6 


16. — Ag6 17. Ye4 Dce7 18. Ae2 
Wc8 19. Bh2 f6 20. Bgl fxeS 21. 
dxeS “Af5 22. &xf5 Exf5 23. Hg2! 
Wd7 24. Ad4+ 


Groszpeter — Wells Harkany 1993 


17. Yf3 AS 18. &xf5 gxf5 19. 
Wh5 Sh8t 


White has a slight advantage. Tiv— 
iakov — Velicka Cheliabinsk 1990 
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Alekhine Defence 
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Foreword 
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Chapter 1 — 1. e4 “f6 


1.1 — 2. e5 Dgs8 
1.2 — 2. &c4 
1.3 — 2. d3 

1.4 — 2. Bc3 
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2.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. g3 
2.2.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. Ac3 Abb 


274 


Contents 


2.2.2 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. Ac3 Axc3 4. dxc3 54 


2.2.3 — 2. e5 Bd5 3. Ac3 Axc3 4. bxc3 57 
2.3.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Ab6 4. b3 61 
2.3.2 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Ab6 4. c5 Ad5 5. Ac3 64 
2.3.3 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. c4 Ab6 4. c5 Ad5 5. &c4 67 
Chapter 3 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 AdS5 3. d4 d6 71 
3.1 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. f4 71 
3.2 —2.e5 Ad5 3.d4 d6 4. &c4 76 
3.3.1 — 2. e5 AdS 3. d4 d6 4. c4 Abé6 5. exd6 exd6 81 
3.3.2 — 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 Ab6 5. exd6 cxd6 86 
3.3.3 — 2. &5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 Abé 5. f4 g6 91 


3.3.4.1 —2.e5 Ad5 3. d4d6 4.c4 Abé6 5. f4 dxe5 6. fxe5 c5 95 
3.3.4.2 — 2. e5 Dd5 3. d4 d6 4. c4 Ab6 5. f4 dxe5 6. fxeS BFS 104 
3.3.4.3 — 2. e5 dS 3. d4 d6 4. c4 DAb6 5. f4 dxe5 6. fxeS Ac6 108 


Chapter 4 — 1. e4 Af6 2. e5 Ad5 3. d4 d6 4. DB 122 
4.1 — 4. Of c6 5. Be2 122 
4.2 — 4. DB c6 5. c4 125 
4.3.1 — 4. DB Ac6 5.c4 Ab6 6. Re2 126 
4.3.2 — 4. Df3 Dc6 5. c4 Abé6 6. 6 fxe6 7. Ags 129 
4.3.3 — 4. DB Ac6 5. c4 Abb 6. 6 fxe6 7. Ac3 132 
4.4— 4. Df3 Db6 134 

Chapter 5 — 1. e4 Af6 2. eS Ad5 3. d4 dé 4. Af3 dxe5S 140 
5.1.1 — 4, Df3 dxe5 5. Axe5 Ad7 6. Bc4 140 
5.1.2 — 4. Df dxe5 5. AxeS Ad7 6. AB 141 


275 
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8.4.1 — 4. Df3 &g4 5. Re2 6 6. 0-0 £e7 7. h3 £h5 


8. c4 Ab6 9. Ac3 0-0 10. £e3 a5 251 
8.4.2 — 4. Df3 Bg4 5. Re2 c6 6. 0-0 Re7 7. c4 Ab6 

8.h3 &h5 9. Ac3 0-0 10. £e3 a6 254 
8.4.3 —4. Df3 Be4 5. Be2 c6 6. 0-0 Re7 7. c4 Ab6 

8. £e3 0-0 9. h3 £h5 10. “Ac3 d5 259 


8.4.4.1 — 4. DB Be4 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 £e7 7. h3 Bh5 8. c4 
b6 9. Dc3 0-0 10. £3 d5 11. c5 Axf3 12. &xf3  —- 262 

8.4.4.2.1 —4, DB Be4 5. Re2 6 6. 0-0 Re7 7. c4 AbS 

8. h3 Bh5 9, Ac3 0-0 10. Re3 d5 11. c5 &xfB 

12. gxf3 Ac8 13. 4 Rh4 264 
8.4.4.2.2 — 4, DB Bed 5. Re2 e6 6. 0-0 Ke7 7. h3 hS 

8. c4 Ab6 9. Ac3 0-0 10. Re3 d5 11.05 &xPB3 

12. gxf3 Dc8 13. £4 Ac6 14. £43 269 
8.4.4.2.3 —4, DB Bed 5. Re2 6 6. 0-0 Be7 7. h3 KbS 

8. c4 Db6 9. Re3 0-0 10. Ac3 d5 11. c5 Axf3 

12. gxf3 Dc8 13. 4 Dc6 14. b4 272 
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